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Highlights 


18884  Crosscutting  Research  and  Demonstration 

HEW/HDSO  announces  availability  of  grantor 
cooperative  agreement  funds;  apply  by  5-20-80  (Part 
VIII  of  this  issue) 

18880  Juvenile  Justice  Justice/LEAA  announces 

program  designed  to  increase  capacity  of  State  and 
local  governments  and  public  and  private  youth 
serving  agencies;  comments  by  4-21-60  (Part  VII  of 
this  issue) 

18372  Interest  Rates  FDIC  amends  regulations  covering 
payment  of  interest  on  certain  obligations;  effective 
3-17-80 

18370  Nuclear  Material  NRC  simplifies  licensing 
requirements  for  export  of  minor  quantaties; 

•  effective  4-21-80 

18410  1980  Rice  Program  USDA/ASCS  announces  there 

will  be  no  set  aside  program  or  land  diversion 
payments 

18876  CETA  Labor /ETA  announces  list  of  prime 

sponsors  from  whom  funds  will  be  reallocated; 
effective  3-21-80  (Part  VI  of  this  issue) 

18482  Food  Additives  HEW/FDA  announces 

availability  of  a  survey  of  industry  on  their  use 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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Highlights 


18480  Bureau  of  Foods  Research  Plan  HEW/FDA 
solicits  information  about  food-  and  cosmetic- 
related  research  needs;  comments  by  5-20-80 

18490  Population  HEW/PHS  provides  state  flgures  to  be 
used  in  determining  amounts  of  grants  for  State 
Agencies 

18493  Oil  and  Gas  Information  Interior/GS  announces 
the  availability  of  Mid-Atlantic  Summary  Report 
and  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Directory;  effective 
3-3-80 

18890  Voting  Rights  Justice  proposes  to  revise 

procedures  for  administration  of  the  1965  Act; 
comments  by  5-20-80  (Part  IX  of  this  issue] 

18367  Extra  Long  Staple  Cotton  USDA/ASCS  increases 
national  marketing  quota  and  national  acreage 
allotment  for  1980  crop;  effective  3-20-80 

18406  National  Cemeteries  VA  proposes  to  revise 

regulations  concerning  disinterment;  comments  by 
5-20-80 

18487  Privacy  Act  HEW/Sec’y  publishes  a  document 
affecting  the  systems  of  records 

18485  Privacy  Act  HEW/ASPE  issues  a  notification  of  a 
new  system  of  records 

18660  Privacy  Act  Treasury/Sec’y  issues  annual 

publication  of  systems  of  records  (Part  V  of  this 
issue] 

18416  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  issues  a 

determination  on  portable  electric  typewriters  from 
Japan;  effective  3-21-80 

18415  Antidumping  Commerce/ITA  issues  a  decision  on 
melamine  in  crystal  form  from  Italy;  effective 
3-21-80 

18414  Com  Starch  Derivatives  Commerce/ITA  imposes 
final  countervailing  duty  determination  on  dextrines 
and  soluble  or  chemically  treated  starches  from 
Europe;  effective  3-21-80 

18551  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


Separate  Parts  of  This  issue 

18604  Part  II,  USDA/APHIS 
18614  Part  III,  USDA/APHIS 
18638  Part  IV,  Labor/ESA 
18660  Part  V,  Treasury/Sec’y 
18876  Part  VI,  Labor/ETA 
18880  Part  VII,  Justice/LEAA 
18884  Part  VIII,  HEW/HDSO 
18890  Part  IX,  Justice/ AG 
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III 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

18369  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

18370  Papayas  grown  in  Hawaii 
PROPOSED  RULES 

18378  Filberts  grown  in  Oreg.  and  Wash;  extension  of 
time 


'  Hearings,  etc.: 

18412  American  Airlines,  Inc. 

18413  Boston-London  service  case 

18413  Dallas  (Love  Field) — Oklahoma  City/ 

Albuquerque  Subpart  Q  proceeding 

18414  Green  Mountain  Airlines,  Ltd.  Htness 

investigation 

18551-  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (6  documents) 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service 

RULES 

18368  Rice;  marketing  quotas  and  acreage  allotments 
18367  Cotton;  marketing  quotas  and  acreage  allotments 

NOTICES 

18410  Rice;  1980  program  determinations 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service;  Animal 
and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service;  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service;  Food  and  Nutrition  Service; 
Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service;  Soil  Conservation 
•  Service. 

Air  Force  Department 

RULES 

18374  Air  Force  bands;  deletion  of  CFR  part 
PROPOSED  RULES 

18405  Part  time  employment  for  Federal  civilian 
employees 

Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Authority  delegations: 

18546  Regional  Regulatory  Administrators;  Right  to 
Financial  Privacy  Act  of  1978  functions 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Overtime  services  relating  to  imports  and  exports: 
18367  Commuted  travel  time  allowances 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Livestock  and  poultry  disease  control: 

18394  Brucellosis;  indemnity  payment  for  cattle 

destroyed 

NOTICES 

Animal  welfare: 

18604  Exhibitors,  licensed 

18614  Exhibitors,  registered 

18410  Rabies  vaccine,  brucella  abortus  vaccine,  brucella 
abortus  antigen,  and  tuberculin-PPD  bovis; 
distribution  and  use  restrictions 

Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped, 
Committee  for  Purchase  From 

NOTICES 

18421-  Procurement  list,  1980;  additions  and  deletions  (3 
18422  documents) 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

18413  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity 
and  foreign  air  carrier  permits 


Commerce  Department 

See  also  International  Trade  Administration; 

-  Maritime  Administration;  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18421  Standards  Policy  Interagency  Committee 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 

NOTICES 

18552  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Engineers  Corps. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18422  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group  (2  documents) 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

18431  Salazar  Exxon  et  al. 

18430  Worldwide  Energy  Corp. 

Natural  gas;  fuel  oil  displacement  certification 
applications: 

18433  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and  Power 

18432  Mississippi  Power  and  Light  Co. 

Powerplant  and  industrial  fuel  use;  prohibition 
orders,  exemption  requests,  etc.: 

18423-  City  of  Chanute,  Kansas  et  al.  (2  documents) 
18425 

Remedial  orders: 

18430  Excel  Corp. 

Education  Office 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18487  National  Demonstrations  for  the  New  Concept 

Special  Services  and  Special  Emphasis  Upward 
Boimd  projects;  application  preparation; 
workshops 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

NOTICES 

Comprehensive  Employment  and  Training  Act 
programs: 

18877  Reallocation  of  funds;  prime  sponsors 

Unemployment  compensation;  extended  benefit 
periods: 

18512  Oregon 


IV 


18638 


18473 

18422 

18374 

18374 

18407 

18474 
18474 

18474- 

18477 

18372 

18552 

18376 

18433 

18434 

18435 
18435 
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Employment  Standards  Administration 

NOTICES 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and  federally-assisted 
construction;  general  wage  determination  decisions, 
modifications,  and  supersedeas  decisions  (Ark., 
Conn.,  Fla.,  Ga.,  Ind.,  La.,  Md.,  Mass.,  Mich.,  N.C., 
Ohio,  Okla.,  Pa.,  S.C.,  Tenn.,  Tex.,  Va.,  and  Wash., 
D.C.) 

Energy  Department 

See  also  Economic  Regulatory  Administration; 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Conunission;  Hearings 
and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department. 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

Standard  Oil  Co.  (Ohio) 

Engineers  Corps 

NOTICE.*^ 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.:  - 
Roseau  River  flood  control  project,  Minn. 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Pesticides;  tolerances  in  animal  feeds: 
3,5-Dimethyl-4-(methylthio)  phenyl 
methylcarbamate;  correction 
Toxic  substances: 

Inventory  reporting  requirements;  record 
retention  period 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

Missouri 

NOTICES 

Air  pollution;  ambient  air  monitoring  reference  and 
equivalent  methods  applications,  etc.: 

Bendix  model  8002  Ozone  Analyzer 
Meetings: 

National  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques 
Advisory  Committee 
Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 
Premanufacture  notices  receipts  (3  documents) 


Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

RULES 

Interest  on  deposits: 

Nonmember  bank’s  parent  bank  holding 
company;  interest  rate  limitations  on  certain 
obligations 

Federal  Election  Commission 

NOTICES 

Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  insurance;  special  hazard  areas: 

Illinois  et  al. 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Georgia  Power  Co. 

Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana,  Inc. 
Public  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma 
Virginia  Electric  and  Power  Co. 


18552  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978: 

18435  Jurisdictional  agency  determinations  (2 

documents) 

Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

NOTICES 

Grain  standards;  inspection  points: 

18411  West  Virginia;  termination 

Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18478  Builders  Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association  of 
Rocky  Mount 

18478  Cecil  Federal  Saving  and  Loan  Association 

18553  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 

NOTICES 

Casualty  and  nonperformance,  certificates: 

18478  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Co. 

18553  Meetings;  Simshine  Act 

Federal  Reserve  System 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18479  Commerce  Southwest,  Inc. 

18553  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  » 

Federal  Trade  Commission 

NOTICES 

18553  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

RULES 

Fishing; 

18377  Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Ill.; 

correction 

NOTICES 

18492  Endangered  and  threatened  species  permits; 

applications  (2  documents) 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Human  drugs: 

18403  Over-the-counter  drugs;  antiperspirant  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18400  Over-the-counter  drugs;  cold,  cough,  allergy, 
bronchodilator,  and  antiasthmatic  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18401  Over-the-counter  drugs;  internal  analgesic, 
antipyretic,  and  antirheumatic  products, 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18399  Over-the-counter  drugs;  nighttime  sleep-aid  and 
stimulant  products;  reopening  of  administrative 
record 

18398  Over-the-counter  drugs;  laxative,  antidiarrheal, 

emetic  and  antiemetic  products;  reopening  of 
administrative  record 

18404  Over-the-counter  drugs;  skin  bleaching  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18402  Over-the-counter  drugs;  skin  protectant  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18403  Over-the-counter  drugs;  sunscreen  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

18400  Over-the-counter  drugs;  topical  antibiotic 
products;  reopening  of  administrative  record 
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18398 

Over-the-counter  drugs;  topical  antimicrobial 

18468- 

Decisions  and  orders  (3  documents) 

products;  reopening  of  administrative  record 

18473 

18401 

Over-the-counter  drugs;  topical  otic  products; 
reopening  of  administrative  record 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

18402 

Over-the-counter  drugs;  vitamin  and  mineral 
products;  reopening  of  administrative  record 
NOTICES 

Animal  drugs,  feeds,  and  related  products; 

18404 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Low  income  housing: 

Housing  assistance  payments  (Section  7);  small 
cities  program;  transmittal  to  Congress 

18479 

Kymar  Aqueous;  approval  withdrawn 

• 

18482 

Food  additives: 

National  Technical  Information  Service;  1977 

Human  Development  Service  Office 

18480 

industry  survey  on  use 

Food  additives,  petitions  filed  or  withdrawn: 

Dow  Chemical  Co. 

18884 

NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals;  closing  dates: 

Crosscutting  research  and  demonstration  projects 
Meetings: 

White  House  Conference  on  Aging  National 

Advisory  Committee  (1981);  room  number 
correction 

18480 

18480 

Takeda  Chemical  Industries,  Ltd. 

Foods  research  plan;  draft;  availability 

GRAS  or  prior-sanctioned  ingredients: 

18483 

18480 

Arthobacter  globiformis;  withdrawal 

18479 

Benzoic  acid;  withdrawal 

Interior  Department. 

18482 

Tomato  juice;  identity  standard;  temporary  permits 
for  market  testing 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  Geological  Survey; 

Land  Management  Bureau;  National  Park  Service. 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

NOTICES 

International  Trade  Administration 

Meetings: 

NOTICES 

18411 

Maternal,  Infant  and  Fetal  Nutrition  Advisory 

Antidumping; 

Council 

18416 

Portable  electric  typewriters  from  Japan 

Countervailing  duty  petitions  and  preliminary 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 

determinations: 

PROPOSED  RULES 

18414 

Dextrines,  etc.  from  European  Community 

18378 

Canned  fruits;  grade  standards 

18415 

Melamine  in  crystal  form  from  Italy 

18419 

Wool  top  from  Australia 

Genend  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

Authority  delegations: 

NOTICES 

18479 

Defense  Department  Secretary 

18495 

Hearing  assignments 

' 

18498 

Motor  carrier,  broker,  water  carrier,  and  freight 

Geological  Survey 

forwarder  transfer  applications 

NOTICES 

Motor  carriers: 

j 

Outer  Continental  Shelf: 

18495- 

Finance  applications  (2  documents) 

18493 

Oil  and  gas  information  program;  availability  of 

18497 

Middlewest  Motor  Freight  Bureau;  general  rate 

Mid-Atlantic  summary  report  and  OCS  directory 

18498 

increase  proceeding 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  Department 

18499 

Petitions,  applications,  finance  matters  (including 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food  and  Drug 

temporary  authorities),  alternate  route  deviations. 

Administration;  Health  Resources  Administration; 

intrastate  applications,  gateways,  and  pack  and 

Human  Development  Services  Office:  Public  Health 

crate 

Service. 

NOTICES 

Justics  Department 

Organization,  functions,  and  authority  delegations: 

See  also  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 

18483 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation: 
national  long-term  care  channeling 
'  demonstration  program 

18890 

Administration. 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Voting  Rights  Act;  admimstration  procedures 

18488 

Public  Affairs  Office 

18485, 

Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records  (2  dociunents) 

Labor  Department 

18487 

Health  Resources  Administration 

See  also  Employment  and  Training  Administration; 
Employment  Standards  Administration:  Mine 

Safety  and  Health  Administration;  Pension  and 

NOTICES 

Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office. 

Health  service  areas: 

NOTICES 

18490 

Population  determinations 

Adjustment  assistance: 

18516 

Allied  Products  Corp. 

Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

18516 

Avtex  Fibers.  Inc. 

NOTICES 

18515 

Aretta  Hall  Manufacturing  Co.  et  aL 

Applications  for  exception: 

18517 

Eaton  Corp.  et  al. 

18483> 

Cases  filed  (2  documents) 

18513 

Garment  Makers.  Inc.,  et  al. 

18465 

18520 

Success  Leather,  Inc.  et  al. 

VI 
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Land  Management  Bureau 

RULES 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  leasing; 

18375  Oil  and  gas  leases;  operations  and  production; 

suspension  authority 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18491  Wyoming 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18491  Outer  Continental  Shelf;  Eastern  Gulf  of  Alaska; 

oil  and  gas  lease  sale 

Wilderness  areas;  characteristics,  inventories,  etc.: 

18492  Minnesota 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 

NOTICES 

18880  National  Priority  Program  and  Discretionary 

Program;  proposed  capacity  building  guideline; 
inquiry 

Maritime  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18419  American  Heavy  Lift  Shipping  Co. 

Trustees;  applicants  approved,  disapproved,  etc.: 

18420  Alaska  National  Bank  of  the  North 

18420  Bank  of  Oklahoma 

Mine  Safety  and  Heaith  Administration 

NOTICES 

Petitions  for  mandatory  safety  standard 
modiflcations: 

18513  Ideal  Basic  Industries,  Inc. 

18513  Renee  Energy,  Ltd. 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18523  Kennedy  Space  Center 

Meetings: 

18523  Space  and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 

Committee 

National  Credit  Union  Administration 

NOTICES 

18553  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Fishery  conservation  and  management: 

18409  Salmon  fisheries,  commercial  and  recreational, 
off  coast  of  Wash.,  Oreg.,  and  Calif.;  meetings 

NOTICES 

Marine  mammal  permit  applications,  etc.: 

18420  Alaska  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
Meetings: 

18420  Mid- Atlantic  Fishery  Managment  Council 

18420  Pacihc  Fishery  Management  Council 

18421  Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 

National  Park  Service 

NOTICES 

Concession  permits,  etc.: 

18494  Great  Smoky  Mountains  National  Park 

Meetings: 

18493  Boston  National  Historical  Park  (2  documents) 
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18494  Gateway  National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission 

18494  Upper  Delaware  Citizens  Advisory  Council 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Export  and  import  of  nuclear  equipment  and 
materials: 

18370  Minor  quantities  export;  licensing  requirements 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18524  Union  Electric  Co.  • 

18553,  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act  (2  documents] 

18554 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs  Office 

NOTICES 

18520-  Prohibition  on  transactions;  exemption  proceedings, 
18522  application,  hearings,  etc.  (2  documents) 

Personnel  Management  Office 

RULES 

18365  Examining  system;  training;  grade  and  pay 
retention  provisions 

NOTICES 

18524  Part-time  employment;  internal  rules 

e 

Public  Health  Service 

NOTICES 

18490  Medicare  coverage  programs;  technology 
evaluation 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 

NOTICES 

18554  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

18527  Boston  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

18528-  Bradford  Securities  Processing  Services,  Inc.  (2 
18530  documents) 

18532,  Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (2  documents) 

18533 

18534-  National  Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
18537  (2  documents] 

18541  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

18542  Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

Small  Business  Administration 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

18545  A.  G.  Capital  Corp. 

18545  Capital  Investors  &  Management  Corp. 

18545  Diversified  Investments,  Inc. 

Disaster  areas: 

18545  Arizona 

18546  Pennsylvania 

18546  Washington 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18412  Elm  Creek  (1250)  Watershed,  Tex. 

18412  Upper  Crooked  Creek  Watershed,  Ark. 

18412  Upper  Culotches  Bay  Watershed,  Ark. 
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Trade  Representative,  Office  of  United  States 
NOTICES 

18547  Copper;  international  price  stabilization  measures; 
hearing 

Import  quotas: 

18548  Synthetic  fiber;  hearings 

18547  International  trade  agreements  (Tokyo  Round); 
determinations 

Treasury  Department 

See  also  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  Bureau. 

NOTICES 

18660  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records;  annual  publication 

Veterans  Administration 

PROPOSED  RULES 

18406  National  cemeteries;  disinterments 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

18549  Bath,  N.Y.;  280  bed  domiciliary 

18548  National  Memorial  Cemetery  of  the  Pacific, 
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INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

National  Park  Service — 

18493  Boston  National  Historic  Park,  Navy  Yard,  4-1  and 
4-2-80 

18493  Boston  National  Historical  Park,  Navy  Yard, 

4-10-80 

18494  ‘  Gateway  National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 

Commission,  4-16-80 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  havmg 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510.  . 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

5  CFR  Parts  337  and  410 

Examining  System;  Training 

agency:  Office  of  Personnel 
Management. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Civil  Service  Reform  Act 
of  1978  contained  certain  grade  and  pay 
retention  provisions.  The  legislation 
authorized  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  to  prescribe  regulations  to 
require  agencies  to  take  several 
remedial  actions,  including  steps  to 
assure  that  affected  employees  can 
acquire  qualifications  for  selection  to 
other  positions.  This  document 
implements  these  statutory  provisions. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Brown,  Agency  Compliance  and 
Evaluation,  Agency  Relations,  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  1900  E  Street, 
NW.,  Room  5460,  Washington,  D.C. 

20415  (202)  632-4467. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
September  7, 1979,  the  Office  of 
Personnel  Management  published 
proposed  regulations  to  implement  this 
section  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Act 
(44  FR  52217)  and  invited  comments 
from  the  public.  Comments  were 
received  fit)m  one  labor  organization. 
Those  comments  suggested  clarification 
of  regulations  pertaining  to  crediting 
experience  for  employees  entitled  to 
retained  grade  and  modification  of 
regulations  on  training  of  retained  grade 
employees  to  allow  preparation  for 
positions  with  higher  career  ladders 
than  the  employees’  original  positions. 

The  change  clarifying  regulations 
pertaining  to  crediting  experience  was 
made  as  suggested.  The  suggested 
modification  on  training  was  not 


adopted  because  it  would  have 
authorized  training  beyond  that 
intended  by  the  Civil  ^rvice  Reform 
Act  (Pub.  L  95-454). 

0PM  has  determined  that  this  is  a 
significant  regulation  for  the  purposes  of 
E.0. 12044. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Beveriy  M.  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

Accordingly,  the  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  is  amending  Title  5,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  as  follows: 

PART  337— EXAMINING  SYSTEM 

(1)  Section  337.102  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  337.102  Evaluating  qualifications  for 
employees  who  are  in  a  retained  grade. 

(a)  Employees  who  are  in  a  retained 
grade  must  have  the  experience  they 
gain  subsequent  to  the  downgrading 
action  that  placed  them  in  a  retained 
grade  considered  in  the  following 
manner.  For  placements  during  the 
period  the  employee  is  in  a  retained 
grade,  agencies  must  consider  the 
experience  subsequent  to  the 
downgrading  action  to  be  either: 

(1)  At  the  level  of  the  retained  grade 
and  in  the  series  of  the  position  which 
he  or  she  occupied  at  the  time  of  the 
downgrading;  or 

(2)  At  the  grade  and  in  the  series  of 
the  position  to  which  the  employee  is 
downgraded. 

(b)  Agencies  must  determine  which 
experience  to  consider  on  the  basis  of 
which  will  most  likely  result  in 
placement.  For  placements  or 
promotions  after  the  retained  grade 
period,  the  experience  is  considered 
only  at  the  grade  level  and  in  the  series 
of  the  position  to  which  the  employee 
was  downgraded. 

PART  410— TRAINING 

(2)  Part  410,  Subpart  E  is  amended  by 
revising  S  410.503  to  read  as  follows: 

§  410.503  General  prohibitions,  training 
through  non^aovemment  facilities. 

(a)  An  agency  may  not  authorize  the 
training  of  an  employee  through  a  non- 
Govemment  facility  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  promotion  if  another  employee 
within  the  agency  is: 

(1)  Equal  in  ability  and  suitability; 

(2)  Fully  qualified  to  fill  the  position; 
and 


(3)  Available  within  a  reasonable 
distance  from  the  position  location. 

(b)  To  assure  acUierence  to  the 
constraint  of  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  the  agency  head  shall  establish 
policies  and  procedures  he  or  she 
considers  reasonable  and  necessary 
relating  to  areas  of  consideration  and  to 
determinations  concerning: 

(1)  Ability; 

(2)  Suitability; 

(3)  Availability; 

(4)  Qualifications;  and 

(5)  Geographic  location. 

(c)  An  exception  to  the  constraint  of 
paragraph  (a)  is  granted  for  training  an 
employee  under  the  authority  of  5  U.S.C. 
5364. 

(d)  An  exception  to  5  U.S.C.  4107(c)(1) 
is  provided  to  employees  trained  under 
the  authority  of  5  U.S.C.  5364  if: 

(1)  The  career  ladder  of  the  new 
occupation  does  not  provide  a  greater 
potential  for  promotion  than  the 
occupation  fi'om  which  the  employee 
was  downgraded;  and 

(2)  The  new  position  is  at  or  below  the 
employee’s  retained  grade. 

(5  U.S.C.  5364) 

[FR  Doc.  80-8685  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  832S-01-M 

COUNCIL  ON  WAGE  AND  PRICE 
STABILITY 

6  CFR  Part  706 

Amendments  to  Procedural  Rules, 
Questions  and  Answers 

agency:  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability. 

action:  Interim  final  rule,  with  request 
for  comments. 

summary:  To  implement  the  decision  of 
the  President  to  expand  the  number  of 
companies  that  periodically  report  price- 
change  information,  the  Council  is 
amending  several  sections  of  its 
procedural  rules  to  lower  the  dollar 
threshold  for  formal  reporting  from  $250 
million  to  $100  million  in  annual  net 
sales  or  revenues.  The  Coimcil  is  also 
amending  its  rules  to  provide  that 
compliance  units  that  had,  or  are  part  of 
companies  that  had  net  sales  or 
revenues  of  $100  million  or  more  should 
request  approval  for  exceptions  under 
Section  706.31.  The  Coimcil  is  also 
issuing  a  Question  and  Answer 
regarding  self-administration  of 
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exceptions  by  companies  in  the  $100 
million-$250  million  range  before  the 
effective  date  of  these  changes. 

DATES:  The  effective  date  is  March  14, 
1980;  comments  may  be  submitted  by 
April  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
sent  to  Office  of  General  Coimsel, 
Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability,  600 
17th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20506. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Office  of  Price  Monitoring 

Energy,  Chemicals,  and  Rubber — Larry 
Forest:  456-7747. 

Health,  Insurance,  Regulated  Industries,  and 
Services — Arthur  Corazzini:  456-7730. 
Construction  &  Construction  Materials — 
Joseph  Lackey:  456-7158. 

Food,  Agriculture,  and  Trade — Stephen 
Hiemstra:  456-7740. 

Metals,  Machinery  and  Equipment — Eugene 
Roberts:  456-7784. 

Exceptions — Walter  Leibowitz/David 
Wagner:  456-7733. 

Office  of  General  Counsel 

Alfred  M.  Wurglitz:  456-6286. 

George  R.  Johnson,  Jr.:  456-6286. 

Charles  A.  Samuels:  456-6286. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

March  14, 1980,  the  President  announced 
several  wage  and  price  actions  as  part 
of  his  anti-inflation  program.  One  of 
these  actions  was  to  reduce  the 
threshold  for  regular,  formal  reporting  of 
data  for  evaluating  compliance 
information  from  $250  million  to  $100 
million  in  annual  net  sales  or  revenues. 
These  changes  to  Part  706  implement  the 
President's  decision. 

Compliance  imits  meeting  the  new 
dollar  reporting  thresholds  are  asked  to 
submit  Form  CO-1  (Price)  by  May  1, 

1980,  and  Form  PM-1  (Second  Program 
Year)  by  May  15, 1980. 

In  addition,  the  Questions  and 
Answers  lII-C-13  issued  today  makes 
clear  that,  notwithstanding  the  provision 
lowering  the  threshold  for  advance 
approval  of  exceptions  ffom  $250  million 
to  $100  million,  the  Council  is  not 
requesting  companies  in  the  $100 
million-$250  million  range  to  seek 
ratification  of  any  exceptions  that  were 
self-administered  before  March  14, 1980. 
Other  Q’s  &  A's  are  amended  to  conform 
with  these  changes. 

The  Council  is  publishing  these 
materials  on  an  interim  final  basis  since 
compliance  imits  with  net  sales  or 
revenues  of  $100  million  to  $250  million 
have  a  need  to  know  what  actions  to 
take  under  the  standards  and  the 
procedural  rules.  The  Coimcil  has 


provided  a  30-day  comment  period 
rather  than  the  customary  60-day  period, 
since  it  is  important  to  receive  any 
public  comments  as  soon  as  possible  so 
that  any  changes  may  be  made  rapidly. 
Companies  may  rely  fully  on  these 
interim  provisions  unless  and  until  they 
are  modified.  Since  companies  in  the 
$100  million  to  $250  million  range  were 
already  within  the  purview  of  the  anti¬ 
inflation  program  and  all  that  is  now 
requested  is  the  filing  of  periodic 
reports,  these  changes  are  not 
significant  regulations  which  are 
expected  to  have  major  economic 
consequences  for  the  general  economy 
within  the  meaning  of  Executive  Order 
12044. 

(Council  on  Wage  and  Price  Stability  Act, 

Pub.  L  93-387  (August  24, 1974),  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  94-78  (August  9, 1975)  and  Pub.  L 
95-121  (October  5, 1977),  12  U.S.C.  1904  note; 
as  last  amended  by  Pub.  L.  96-10  (May  10, 
1979):  E.0. 12092  (November  1, 1978);  E.O. 
12161  (September  28, 1979).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  March  18, 1980. 
R.  Robert  Russell, 

Director,  Council  on  Wage  and  Price 
Stability. 

Accordingly,  Part  706  of  Title  6  CFR  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below: 

1.  Section  706.21  is  amended  by 
changing  the  reporting  threshold  in 
paragraph  (b)  from  “$250  million”  to 
“$100  million”  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

§  706.21  Submission  on  company 
organization  for  purposes  of  compiiance. 
***** 

(b)  Company  Organization  for  Price 
Compliance.  A  compliance  unit  that  had, 
or  that  is  part  of  a  company  that  had, 
net  sales  or  revenues  of  $100  million  or 
more  in  its  last  complete  fiscal  year 
before  October  2, 1979,  and  any  other 
company  designated  by  the  Council, 
should  furnish  the  coimcil  by  a  date  to 
be  annoimced  by  the  Council  with  the 
information  specified  in  §  707.1(a). 
***** 

2.  Section  706.22  is  amended  by 
changing  the  report  threshold  in 
paragraph  (a)  fi'om  “$250  million”  to 
“$100  million”  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

§  706.22  Periodic  data  submissions. 

(a)  Form  PM-1.  A  compliance  unit  that 
had,  or  is  part  of  a  company  that  had, 
net  sales  or  revenues  of  $100  million  or 
more  in  its  last  complete  fiscal  year 
before  October  2, 1979,  and  any  other 
compliance  unit  designated  by  the 
Council,  should  furnish  the  Council  with 
the  data  specified  on  Form  PM-1.  These 
submissions  should  be  made  not  more 
than  45  calendar  days  after  the  end  of 
each  of  the  first  three  quarters  and  60 


calendar  days  after  the  end  of  the 
second  program  year. 
***** 

3.  Section  706.31  is  amended  by 
changing  “$250  million”  to  “$100 
million”  in  paragraph  (a)  so  as  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  706.31  Who  should  request  approvsL 

(a)  Any  compliance  unit  or  employee 
unit  that  intends  to  apply  one  or  more  of 
the  exceptions  specified  in  §  706.32 
other  than  the  tandem  exception  under 
Section  705B-9  should  request  a 
determination  from  the  Council  that  the 
exception  is  warranted,  if: 

(1)  The  request  relates  to  the  price 
standard  and  the  compliance  unit  had, 
or  is  part  of  a  company  that  had  net 
sales  or  revenues  of  $100  million  or  more 
in  its  last  complete  fiscal  year  prior  to 
October  2, 1979;  or 

(2)  The  request  relates  to  the  pay 
standard,  and  (i)  the  affected  employee 
unit  consists  of  100  or  more  employees 
in  a  compliance  unit  with  (or  that  is  part 
of  a  company  with)  1,000  or  more 
employees,  or  (ii)  the  affected  collective¬ 
bargaining  agreement  covers  1,000  or 
more  employees,  regardless  of  the 
number  of  employees  in  an  individual 
company’s  employee  units. 

The  Council  is  also  issuing  the  following 
Question  and  Answer  III-C-13  to  read 
as  follows: 

Q13.  Notwithstanding  Q  S' A III-C-7, 
if  a  company  self-administered  a 
hardship  exception  when  it  was  not 
required  to  obtain  advance  approval, 
and  it  is  now  requested  to  obtain 
approval  under  amended  §  706.31(a), 
should  it  seek  ratification  of  the 
exception? 

A.  No.  However,  the  company  should 
notify  the  Council  that  it  has  self- 
administered  an  exception  and  maintain 
supporting  documentation  to  be  made 
available  to  the  Council  on  request. 

The  Council  is  also  amending  the 
following  Q’s  &  A’s  (III-B-7;  III-B-8;  III- 
B-11;  III-B-15;  ni-B-16;  and  III-C-1) 
which  were  published  on  November  21, 
1979  (44  FR  67060)  changing  “$250 
million”  to  “$100  million”  in  each  case. 

Finally,  the  Coimcil  is  amending  the 
Second-Year  Price  Standards 
Implementation  Guide  published 
January  16, 1980,  (45  FR  3217)  by 
changing  “$250  million”  to  “^00 
million”  at  45  FR  3232,  column  1. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8843  Filed  3-1O-80;  12:58  pm] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

7  CFR  Part  354 

Overtime  Services  Relating  to  Imports 
and  Exports;  Commuted  Traveltime 
Allowances 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  dociunent  amends 
administrative  instructions  prescribing 
commuted  traveltime.  These 
amendments  establish  commuted 
traveltime  periods  as  nearly  as  may  be 
practicable  to  cover  the  time  necessarily 
spent  in  reporting  to  and  returning  from 
the  place  at  which  an  employee  of  the 
Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine 
Programs  performs  overtime  or  holiday 
duty  when  such  travel  is  performed 
solely  on  account  of  such  overtime  or 
holiday  duty.  Such  establishment 
depends  upon  facts  within  the 
knowledge  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

E.  E.  Crooks,  Regulatory  Support  Staff, 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine  Programs,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782 
(301-436-8249). 

PART  354— OVERTIME  SERVICES 
RELATING  TO  IMPORTS  AND 
EXPORTS 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
conferred  upon  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine  Programs,  by  7  CFR  354.1  of 
the  regulations  concerning  overtime 
services  relating  to  imports  and  exports, 
the  administrative  instructions 
appearing  at  7  CFR  354.2,  as  amended, 
January  5,  September  28,  and  December 
18, 1979,  (44  FR  1364,  55791,  and  74791) 
prescribing  the  commuted  traveltime 
that  shall  be  included  in  each  period  of 
overtime  or  holiday  duty  are  further 
amended  by  adding  (in  appropriate 
alphabetical  sequence)  or  deleting  the 
information  as  shown  below: 

§  354.2  Administrative  instructions 
prescribing  commuted  traveitime. 
***** 


Commuted  Traveltime  Allowancee 


(In  Hours) 


Location  covered 

Served  from 

Metropolitan  area 

Within  Outside 

Delete: 

*  *  *  * 

* 

Hawaii: 

2  . 

Undesignated  Ports... 

Hik),  Honolulu, 
or  Keahole. 

.  3 

*  *  *  * 

* 

Montana 

Butte  International 

Butte  (or  vicinity 

2  ................ 

Airport 

temporarily 
detailed  in 
excess  of  12 
hours). 

*  *  *  * 

Add; 

*  «  *  « 

* 

Florida 

_  3 

Eglin  Air  Force  Base. 

Panama  City _ 

. .  3 

no 

_  5 

.  5 

PortSf  .Inn . 

_  2 

Undesignated  Ports... 

Panama  City  or 
Pensacola. 

- .  3 

*  *  «  * 

Hawaii: 

1  . 

.  9 

. 

KMfm  . 

lihun . 

_  2 

1  . . 

Undesignated  Ports... 

HNo,  Honolulu, 
Keahole,  or 
Lihue. 

3 

*  *  *  * 

* 

Missouri; 

1  . 

Richards.Gebaur 

Kansas  City _ 

2 _ 

AFB. 

*  *  *  * 

* 

Oklahoma 

Port  of  Catoosa _ 

Oklahoma  City  - 

6 

Port  of  Muskogee. _ 

Oklahoma  City  _ 

.  6 

Port  of  Vercigres _ 

Oklahoma  City  - 

.  6 

Tulsa  International 

Oklahoma  City .. 

.  6 

Airport 

Undesignated  Ports... 

Oklahoma  City .. 

.  3 

*  *  *  * 

* 

West  Vrginia 

Kanawha  Airport _ 

Charleston _ 

3 . . . 

Do . 

OarkstMrg . 

-  6 

*  «  *  * 

* 

Woconsin: 

.  4 

«  «  *  * 

* 

It  is  to  the  benefit  of  the  public  that 
these  instructions  be  made  effective  at 
the  earliest  practicable  date.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make 
additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  final  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  final  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Further,  this  final  rule  has  not  been 
.designated  as  “significant,”  and  is  being 
published  in  accordance  with  the 
emergency  procedures  in  Executive 
Order  12044  and  Secretary’s 
Memorandum  1955.  It  has  been 
determined  by  Harvey  L  Ford.  Deputy 
Administrator,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine  Programs,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service,  that  the 
emergency  nature  of  this  final  rule 
warrants  publication  without 
opportunity  for  public  comment  or 
preparation  of  an  impact  analysis 
statement  at  this  time. 

This  final  rule  implements  the 
regulations  in  Part  354.  It  will  be 
scheduled  for  review  in  conjunction 
with  the  periodic  review  of  the  . 
regulations  in  that  Part  required  under 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  12044 
and  Secretary's  Memorandum  1955. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Harvey  L.  Ford, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Plant  Protection  and 
Quarantine  Programs  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc  80-8377  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

7  CFR  Part  722 

Cotton,  1980  Crop  of  Extra  Long 
Staple  Cotton;  Acreage  Allotments  and 
Marketing  Quotas 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  rule  is  to 
(1)  determine  and  proclaim  an  increase 
in  the  national  marketing  quota  and  the 
national  acreage  allotment  for  the  1980- 
crop  of  extra  long  staple  cotton 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  "ELS” cotton) 
and  (2)  apportion  the  revised  national 
acreage  allotment  to  the  States.  An 
investigation  conducted  pursuant  to 
section  371(b)  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended 
(hereafter  referred  to  as  the  "Act”) 
established  that  an  increase  in  the 
national  marketing  quota  and  national 
acreage  allotment  is  needed  because  of 
a  material  increase  in  export  demand  for 
ELS  cotton. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Production  Adjustment 
Division,  ASCS,  USDA,  3630  South 
Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 

D.C.  20013. 
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FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  V.  Cunningham  (ASCS)  202- 
447-7873. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

October  15, 1979,  the  Department 
announced  a  national  marketing  quota 
of  137,000  bales  and  a  national  acreage 
allotment  of  112,027  acres  for  the  1980- 
crop  of  ELS  cotton  (44  FR  60255).  On 
February  22, 1980,  the  Department 
annoimced  that  an  investigation  was 
being  conducted  pursuant  to  section 
371(b)  of  the  Act  to  determine  whether, 
because  of  a  material  increase  in  export 
demand,  an  increase  in  the  announced 
national  marketing  quota  and  the 
national  acreage  allotment  is  needed 
and,  if  so,  the  amoimt  of  the  increase  (45 
FR  11858). 

Exports  of  ELS  cotton  have  materially 
increased  in  recent  years.  Exports 
averaged  only  9,000  bales  per  year 
during  the  5  marketing  years  1972-73 
throu^  1976-77.  Exports  increased  to 
25,000  bales  during  1977-78,  to  30,000 
bales  in  1978-79  and  are  projected  to 
increase  to  40,000  bales  in  1979-80. 

The  investigation  established  that 
supplies,  even  imder  normal  growing 
conditions,  would  not  meet  material 
increases  in  export  demand  and,  in  fact, 
the  level  of  exports  would  not  even  be 
maintained  at  the  projected  1979-80 
level  during  the  1980-81  season  unless 
the  marketing  quota  and  acreage 
allotment  are  increased  by  24,000  bales 
and  20,000  acres,  respectively. 

The  carryover  of  ELS  cotton  on 
August  1, 1980,  is  projected  at  41,000 
bales — a  level  below  that  generally 
considered  desirable.  (Given  the  higher 
export  volume  of  recent  years,  the 
desirable  carryover  level  is  50,000  to 
60,000  bales). 

If  the  yield  per  acre  is  about  average 
for  1980,  and  the  national  allotment  is 
not  increased,  both  exports  and 
domestic  consumption  would  likely 
decline  by  around  5,000  bales  each  and 
imports  would  increase  by  about  5,000 
bales,  leaving  an  ending  stock  on  Jiily 
31, 1981,  of  39,000  bales.  Below  normal 
yields  would  result  in  even  further 
reduction  in  exports  and  domestic  use 
and  larger  imports. 

A  marketing  quota  of  161,000  bales 
(converted  to  an  acreage  allotment  of 
131,652  acres  based  on  the  average  yield 
per  planted  acre  during  the  4-years  1975 
through  1978)  is  needed  to  sustain 
exports  at  40,000  bales  and  still  provide 
minimum  stock  levels  of  about  40,000 
bales. 

Two  comments  were  received  as  a 
result  of  the  investigation.  Both 
respondents  recommended  that  the 
national  acreage  allotment  be  increased 
20,000  acres. 


After  considering  the  comments  and 
the  results  of  the  investigation,  it  is 
determined  that  pursuant  to  Section 
371(b)  of  the  Act,  the  national  marketing 
quota  for  the  1980-crop  of  ELS  cotton 
should  be  increased  to  161,000  bales  and 
that  the  national  acreage  allotment 
should  be  increased  to  131,652  acres, 
because  of  a  material  increase  in  export 
demand.  Accordingly,  as  provided  for  in 
section  371(c)  of  the  Act,  each  farm 
marketing  quota  or  acreage  allotment 
for  ELS  cotton  shall  be  increased  in  the 
same  ratio. 

It  is  essential  that  these  provisions  be 
made  effective  as  soon  as  possible  since 
ELS  producers  are  now  making  their 
production  and  marketing  plans  for  the 
1980  season.  Accordingly,  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that  compliance 
with  the  30-day  effective  date 
requirement  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and 
Executive  Order  12044  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 
Therefore,  diis  revision  to  the 
regulations  at  7  CFR  722.558  to  722.560 
shall  become  effective  upon  the  filing  of 
this  document  with  the  Director.  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  with  respect  to 
the  1980  crop  of  ELS  cotton. 

Final  Rule 

PART  722— COTTON 

Accordingly,  the  provisions  of  7  CFR 
722.558  through  722.560  are  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  722.558  National  marketing  quota  for 
the  1980  crop  of  ELS  cotton. 

The  marketing  quota  for  the  1980  crop 
of  ELS  cotton  is  hereby  proclaimed  to  be 
an  amount  of  161,000  standard  bales 
determined  in  accordance  with  Section 
347(b)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (hereafter 
referred  to  as  the  "Act”).  The  quota  is 
based  on  the  following  data: 


(a)  Estiinated  domestic  consumption,  1960-81  _ _  65,000 

(b)  Plus  estimated  exports,  1960-81 _  +40,000 

(c)  Plus  ar^ustment  to  assure  adequate  stocks .  +61,000 

(d)  Minus  estimated  imports  1980-81 . .  —5,000 


Total .  161,000 


§  722.559  National  acreage  allotment  for 
the  1980  crop  of  ELS  cotton. 

It  is  hereby  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  a  national  acreage 
allotment  shall  be  in  effect  for  the  1980 
crop  of  ELS  cotton.  The  amount  of  such 
national  allotment  is  131,652  acres 
calculated  by  multiplying  the  national 
marketing  quota  in  bales  by  480  pounds 
(net  wei^t  of  a  standard  bale)  and 
dividing  the  result  by  the  national 
average  jdeld  of  587  poimds  per  planted 
acre  of  ELS  cotton  for  the  four  calendar 
years  1975, 1976, 1977  and  1978. 


S  722.580  ApportionrMnt  of  national 
acraaga  allotmant  to  tha  Stataa. 


The  national  acreage  allotment  of 
131,652  acres  is  apportioned  to  the 


States  in  accordance  with  section  344(b) 
of  the  Act  as  follows: 

state 

Stale 

atotment 

_  ..  57.063 

. 

574 

FIOfMi 

«  159 

172 

New  Mexico . . . 

_  26.557 

.  47.127 

(Secs.  301,  343,  344,  347,  375;  52  StaL  38,  as 
amended;  63  Stat.  670,  as  amended;  63  Stat. 
675,  as  amended;  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended;  (7 

U. S.C.  1301, 1343, 1344, 1347, 1375)) 

Note. — ^This  final  rule  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044, 

"Improving  Government  Regulations.”  A 
determination  has  been  made  that  this  action 
should  not  be  classified  “significant”  under 
those  criteria.  A  Final  Impact  Statement  has 
been  prepared  and  is  available  from  Charles 

V.  Cunningham.  ASCS,  202-147-7873. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 

1980. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.  80.6341  Filed  3-2Oe0;  8:45  am] 
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7  CFR  Part  730 

1980  Crop  Rice  Marketing  Quotas  and 
Acreage  Aiiotments 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  is  being  taken  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  352  of  the  Ag^cultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
which  requires  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  to  do  the  following:  (1) 
Determine  and  proclaim  a  national  rice 
acreage  allotment;  (2)  apportion  the 
national  rice  acreage  allotment  to 
administrative  areas  for  farms  and 
producers;  and  (3)  establish  the  rice 
allotment  for  the  farm  (or  in  producer 
administrative  areas,  the  producer 
allotments  allocated  to  the  farm)  which 
will  be  used  to  determine  loan  eligibility 
and  to  compute  deficiency  payments  if 
necessary. 

DATES:  This  regulation  shall  be  effective 
for  the  1980  crop  of  rice  on  March  20, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  H.  Schaefer,  (ASCS)  (202)  447- 
8480,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  need 
for  this  rule  is  to  satisfy  the  statutory 
requirements  as  provided  for  in  Section 
352  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  (referred  to  as  the 
"Act”). 

Section  352  of  the  Act  requires  that 
the  Secretary  establish  for  each  of  the 
1978  through  1981  crops  of  rice  a 
national  acreage  allotment  in  the 
amount  of  1,800,000  acres  for  each  year. 
Section  352  also  provides  that  the 
Secretary  shall  apportion  the  1,800,000 
acres  to  farmers  and  producers  on  the 
basis  of  allotments  established  for  the 
1975  crop  of  rice.  State  committees  may 
reserve  up  to  one  percent  of  the  State 
allotment  for  new  farmers  and  for 
adjustments  and  corrections. 

Since  farmers  make  plans  for  their 
rice  crops  well  in  advance  of  actual 
plantings,  and  since  these 
determinations  and  proclamations  are 
prescribed  in  the  statute,  it  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  that  farmers  be 
notified  of  their  1980  producer  and  farm 
rice  acreage  allotments  as  soon  as 
possible.  Therefore,  it  is  determined  that 
compliance  with  the  public  rulemaking 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and 
Executive  Order  12044  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Final  Rule 

Accordingly,  the  regulations  at  7  CFR 

730.1502  through  730.1504,  the  table  of 
contents,  and  Uie  title  of  the  subpart,  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  (1)  The 
table  of  contents  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

SubfMrt— 1980-81  Marketing  Year 

Proclamations  and  Determinations  with 
respect  to  Marketing  Quota  and  National 
Acreage  Allotment  for  1980  Crop  Rice,  and 
Apportionment  of  1980  National  Acreage 
Allotment  of  Rice  Among  the  Several  States 

Sec. 

730.1502  National  acreage  allotment  of  rice 
for  1960. 

730.1503  Apportionment  of  1980  national 
acreage  allotment  of  rice  to  farms  and 
producers. 

730.1504  State  reserve  acreages. 

(Sec.  352,  375,  52  Stat.  60, 66  as  amended:  (7 
U.S.C.  1352, 1375);  sec.  101,  701,  91  Stat  940). 

(2)  The  regulations  at  7  CFR  730.1502 
to  730.1504  and  the  title  of  the  subpart 
are  hereby  amended  with  respect  to  the 
1980  crop  of  rice  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart— 1980-81  Marfcating  Year 

§  730.1502  National  acraaga  aHotmant  for 
tlM  1980  crop  of  rica. 

It  is  hereby  determined  and 
proclaimed  that  a  national  acreage 
allotment  of  1,800,000  acres  shall  be  in 
effect  for  the  1980  crop  of  rice. 


§  730.1503  Apportionmant  of  the  1980 
national  acreage  allotment  of  rice  to  farms 
and  producers. 

The  national  acreage  allotment  of 
1,800,000  acres  for  the  1980  crop  of  rice 
is  apportioned  to  farms  and  producers 
on  the  basis  of  the  rice  allotments 
established  for  the  1975  crop  of  rice, 
with  any  adjustments  made  pursuant  to 
Section  352(c)  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended  (referred  to  as  the 
“Act”).  The  allotment  so  apportioned 
within  each  of  the  several  rice  producing 
States  is  as  follows: 


Slate  Acrea 


Arkansas _  435,391.2 

CaRtomia _  326,81^7 

Florida _  960.8 

Louisiana: 

Farm  Administralive  Ataa _  490,337.1 

Producar  Administrative  Area .  18,247.2 


State  Total _  517,584.3 


Mississippi . S0A12.2 

Missouri _ _  4,967.0 

North  Carolina _  41.0 

CNdahoma _  163.2 

South  Cwoina _  2,722.0 

Tennessee _  266.2 

Tagcaa _  460^56.5 


U.S.  Total _  1,800,000.0 


S  730.1504  State  rasarve  acraagaa. 

The  State  reserve  acreages  set  forth  in 
the  table  in  this  section  were 
established  by  the  State  committees  in 
accordance  with  section  352  of  the  Act 


stale  Reaanm‘ 


Arkanaas -  0 

CaHonka _  0 

Florida _  9.5 

Louisiana _  0 

Farm  Administralive  Area. _ 0 

Preducer  Administrative  Area _  0 

MMaaippi . - . .  0 

MNaouri _ _  0 

North  Caroaw -  0 

OkWwnw. -  0 

SoumCaroaai -  0 

Tsnnassea _  0 

Tsaaa- _ _  50.0 


'State  raaarve  tor  new  growera,  correctiotw  and  ad|ust- 
mants. 

Note. — ^This  regulation  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044  “Improving 
Government  Regulations”  and  has  been 
classified  “significant”.  An  Approved  Final 
Impact  Statement  is  avaUable  from  George  H. 
Schaefer  (ASCS),  (202)  447-8480. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  17, 
1980. 

Bob  Becglaiid, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8691  Filed  3-20-80:  S^IS  am) 
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Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  910 
[Lemon  Reg.  244] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  March  23-29, 1980. 
Such  action  is  needed  to  provide  for 
orderly  marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for 
this  period  due  to  the  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  23, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  regulation  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910),  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  and  upon  other  information. 
It  is  hereby  found  that  this  action  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
mariceting  policy  for  1979-80  which  was 
designate  significant  under  the 
procedures  of  Executive  Order  12044. 
The  marketing  policy  was  recommended 
by  the  committee  foUowing  discussion 
at  a  public  meeting  on  July  31, 1979.  A 
final  impact  analysis  on  the  marketing 
policy  is  available  from  Malvin  E. 
McCaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch,  F&V, 

AMS,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
March  18, 1980,  at  Los  Angeles, 
California,  to  consider  the  current  and 
prospective  conditions  of  supply  and 
demand  and  recommended  a  quantity  of 
lemons  deemed  advisable  to  be  hancUed 
during  the  specified  week.  The 
committee  reports  the  demand  for 
lemons  is  easier. 

It  is  further  found  that  there  is 
insufficient  time  between  the  date  when 
information  became  available  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  and  when 
the  action  must  be  taken  to  warrant  a  60 
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day  comment  period  as  recommended  in 
E.0. 12044,  and  that  it  is  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest  to 
give  preliminary  notice,  engage  in  public 
rulemaking,  and  postpone  the  effective 
date  until  30  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C.  553).  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
specifled,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

§  910.544  Lemon  Regulation  244. 

Order,  (a)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  March 
23, 1980,  through  March  29, 1980,  is 
established  at  250,000  cartons. 

(b)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled” 
and  “carton(s)”  mean  the  same  as 
defined  in  the  marketing  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  20, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8963  Filed  3-20-60;  11:40  am] 

BILJJNG  CODE  3410-02-M 


7  CFR  Part  928 

[Papaya  Reg.  10,  Arndt  1] 

Papayas  Grown  in  Hawaii;  Suspension 
of  Grade  and  Size  Requirements 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  suspends 
grade  and  size  requirements  for  papayas 
handled  to  destinations  within  the 
production  area  during  the  period  March 
17  through  April  1, 1980.  This  action  is 
necessary  to  allow  marketing  of  all 
suitable  papayas  due  to  a  shortage  of 
supply. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  17, 1980 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Malvin  E.  McGaha,  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  amendment  is  issued  under  the 
marketing  agreement  and  Order  No.  928 
(7  CFR  Part  928),  regulating  the  handling 
of  papayas  grown  in  Hawaii.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Papaya  Administrative 
Committee,  and  upon  other  information. 
This  action  would  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 


The  committee  reports  recent  heavy 
rains  and  gale  force  winds  in  the 
*  production  area  have  reduced  available 
supplies  of  papayas.  Therefore,  the 
conunittee  has  recommended 
suspension  of  grade  and  size 
requirements  of  papayas  handled  to 
destinations  within  the  production  area 
during  the  period  March  17  through 
April  1, 1980.  This  action  would  increase 
supplies  available  to  meet  strong 
demand  and  would  permit  growers  to 
market  a  larger  proportion  of  the  crop. 
Increased  supplies  of  papayas  are 
anticipated  at  the  end  of  the  period  of 
suspension.  Quality  requirements 
currently  in  effect  April  2  through 
December  31, 1980,  would  remain 
unchanged. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  in  that  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  amendment  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when 
this  amendment  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  and  this 
amendment  relieves  restrictions  on  the 
handling  of  papayas  grown  in  Hawaii. 

Further,  in  accordance  with 
procedures  in  Executive  Order  12044, 
the  emergency  nature  of  this  amendment 
warrants  publication  without 
opportunity  for  further  public  comment. 
The  amendment  has  not  been  classified 
significant  under  USDA  criteria  for 
implementing  the  Executive  Order.  An 
Impact  Analysis  is  available  fit)m 
Malvin  E.  McGaha,  Chief,  Fruit  Branch, 
F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington.  D.C. 
20250,  telephone  (202)  447-5975. 

§928.310  [Amended] 

In  §  928.310  (Papaya  Regulation  10;  44 
FR  77134)  subparagraph  (1)  of  paragraph 
(a)  is  amended  by  changing  “January  1” 
to  “April  2”. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674)) 

Dated:  March  17, 1980,  to  become  effective 
March  17, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8893  Filed  3-2O-S0;  a-45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-H 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  110 

Export  and  Import  of  Nuclear 
Equipment  and  Material;  Export  of 
Certain  Minor  Quantities  of  Nuclear 
Material 

agency:  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  amending  its  regulations 
by  simplifying  its  licensing  requirements 
for  the  export  of  certain  quantities  of 
nuclear  material  which  do  not  have 
significance  fit)m  a  nuclear  proliferation 
perspective.  The  amendments  establish 
or  expand  general  licensing  provisions 
for  gram  quantities  of  special  nuclear 
material  (SNM)  and  certain  kinds  of 
source  and  byproduct  material.  The 
amendments,  which  reflect  public 
comments,  are  the  result  of  an  extensive 
review  by  the  Commission  and  the 
Executive  Branch  aimed  at  updating  and 
streamlining  NRC  regulations  to  permit 
the  expedited  export  of  nuclear  material 
where  no  significant  nuclear 
proliferation  risks  are  involved.  This 
final  rule  leaves  imchanged  the  general 
license  for  the  export  of  americium-241. 
Revisions  to  that  general  license  will  be 
proposed  in  a  separate  rulemaking 
proceeding. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  21,  1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joanna  M.  Becker,  Office  of  the 
Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatoiy  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  telephone  301/492-7630  or 
Marvin  R.  Peterson,  Office  of 
International  Programs,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  telephone  301/492-8155. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  May 
9, 1978,  NRC  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (43  I^  19861)  a  proposal  to 
amend  10  CFR  Part  110.  The  proposed 
amendments  would  simplify  licensing 
requirements  for  the  export  of  certain 
minor  quantities  of  nuclear  material. 

The  proposed  amendments  would 
establish  a  new  general  license  for  the 
export  of  up  to  3  grams  of  SNM  when 
contained  in  sensing  components 
installed  in  instruments,  and  for  the 
export  of  plutonium-238  when  contained 
in  cardiac  pacemakers. 

In  addition,  it  was  proposed  that 
authority  be  provided  for  the  issuance  of 
specific  licenses  to  export  plutonium- 
2^.  up  to  3  grams  of  any  other  SNM  and 
100  grams  or  less  of  SNM  diluted  so  as 
to  be  unusable  for  any  nuclear  activity 
relevant  from  the  point  of  view  of 
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safeguards  and  practicably 
irrecoverable,  other  than  under  the 
terms  of  an  agreement  for  cooperation 
with  another  nation. 

The  existing  general  licenses  for 
source  material  would  be  revised  to 
eliminate,  where  possible,  the  more 
restrictive  application  of  general 
licenses  with  respect  to  exports  to 
communist  countries. 

Because  of  the  national  security 
concern  over  the  possible  use  of 
americium-241  and  polonium-210  as 
neutron  sources,  the  existing  general 
licenses  for  these  materials  would  be 
revoked. 

The  existing  general  license  for 
byproduct  material  having  an  atomic 
number  between  3  and  83  would  be 
broadened  to  encompass  exports  to 
most  communist  countries.  The  existing 
licensing  exemptions  for  commodities 
containing  byproduct  material  would  be 
eliminated,  since  these  exemptions 
would  no  longer  be  needed  to  permit 
exports  to  those  communist  countries 
not  allowed  to  receive  exports  under  the 
existing  general  license,  ^imination  of 
the  byproduct  material  exemption  would 
also  preclude  the  export  of  any  material 
to  countries  against  which  the  United 
States  then  had  a  compirehensive  trade 
embargo  (Cambodia,  Cuba,  North  Korea, 
Southern  Rhodesia  and  Vietnam). 

Finally,  the  cumulative  limits  on  the 
export  under  general  license  of  certain 
forms  of  tritium  and  polonium-210 
would  be  eliminated. 

Twenty  letters  of  comments  from  the 
public  were  received  in  response  to  the 
proposed  rule.  Copies  of  these 
comments  have  been  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Except  for  the  proposed  deletion  of 
the  general  license  for  americium-241, 
the  comments  were  generally  in  support 
of  the  proposed  amendments.  Of  the  20 
commenters,  14  objected  to  the  proposed 
deletion  of  the  americium-241  general 
license  and  requested  retention  of  at 
least  a  portion  of  that  license.  Several 
recommendations  were  also  made  to 
revise  NRC’s  export  regulations  to 
provide  general  licenses  for  additional 
items. 

In  addition  to  the  public  comments, 
the  Executive  Branch  requested  that  the 
proposed  general  license  for  SNM 
contained  in  instruments  be  revised  to 
restrict  the  amount  of  plutonium  and 
uranium-233  in  each  instrument  to  .1 
gram  because  of  the  possible  national 
security  concerns  over  the  use  of  these 
materials. 

In  view  of  these  comments,  the 
Commission  has  decided  on  a  two-stage 
approach.  First,  it  has  adopted  those 
portions  of  the  proposed  amendments 


which  were  not  the  subject  of  significant 
criticism.  Second,  it  will  address  the 
issue  of  the  americium-241  general 
license  in  a  revised  proposed 
amendment  to  be  published  at  a  later 
date.  The  requests  for  additional  general 
licenses  will  also  be  considered  in  this 
separate  rule  making  proceeding. 

With  respect  to  the  amendments 
which  follow,  the  resolution  of  the 
comments  received  is  as  follows: 

1.  Section  110.22  Export  of  special 
nuclear  material.  The  quantity  of 
plutonium  and  uranium-233  permitted  to 
be  exported  has  been  limited  to  .1  gram 
per  instrument.  This  general  license  has 
also  been  clarified  to  specify  that  (a)  the 
3  gram  and  .1  gram  limitations  apply  to 
the  quantity  of  SNM  contained  in  each 
instrument,  and  not  to  individual 
shipments;  and  (b)  that  there  is  no 
quantity  limitations  for  plutonium-238 
contained  in  cardiac  pacemakers. 

2.  Section  110.24  Export  of  byproduct 
material  (formerly  numbered  §  110.21). 
As  noted  above,  the  general  license  for 
americium-241  has  not  been  revoked 
(§  110.24(e)). 

3.  The  general  license  for  tritium  in 
luminous  safety  devices  installed  in 
aircraft  has  been  retained.  The  proposed 
amendments  inadvertently  would  have 
required  a  specific  license  for  100  curies 
or  more  of  tritium  in  such  devices  on  a 
single  aircraft. 

4.  One  commenter  requested 
clarification  as  to  whether  an  export 
license  could  be  issued  authorizing 
several  shipments  over  a  period  of  a 
year  or  more.  Section  110.30(d)  of  Part 
110  speaks  clearly  to  this  matter. 

5.  Pursuant  to  Executive  Order  12183 
of  December  16, 1979,  the  embargo  of 
exports  to  Zimbabwe-Rhodesia  has 
been  deleted. 

6.  In  addition,  editorial  amendments 
or  corrections  have  been  made  in 

§§  110.22  through  110.28  and  §  110.44.  It 
should  also  be  noted  that  §  110.13  is 
deleted.  This  deletion  was  discussed  in 
the  statement  of  considerations 
accompanying  the  proposed  rule  but 
was  inadvertently  not  included  in  the 
text  of  the  proposed  amendments.  Also, 
in  §  110.24,  the  general  license  to  export 
tritium  contained  in  labeled  organic 
compoimds  has  been  changed  to  include 
tritium  in  inorganic  compounds  as  well. 

The  paragraph  concerning  reporting 
requirements  (included  in  the  proposed 
rule  as  §  110.26)  has  also  been  deleted. 
These  requirements  were  necessary 
because  of  international  export-control 
procedures  subscribed  to  by  the  United 
States.  However,  due  to  a  recent  change 
in  these  procedures,  reporting  is  no 
longer  required. 

'^e  Commission  has  concluded  that 
the  amendments,  including  the 


exemption  in  §  110.44(a)(1),  are  not 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
seciuity,  do  not  constitute  an 
unreasonable  risk  to  the  public  health 
and  safety,  and  will  not  result  in  any 
activity  that  adversely  affects  the 
environment.  Furthermore,  the 
amendments  are  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  by  the  Nuclear 
Nonproliferation  Act  of  1978,  and  do  not 
conflict  with  the  safeguards  criteria  of 
the  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency. 

The  amendments  are  not  inconsistent 
with  the  obligations  of  the  United  States 
under  any  treaty  or  international 
arrangement,  including  the  Treaty  on  the 
Non-Proliferation  of  Nuclear  Weapons. 

Commissioner  Bradford  non- 
concurred  in  the  proposed  amendments 
exempting  minor  quantities  fi'om  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act’s  Agreement  for  . 
Cooperation  requirement.  He  believes 
that  the  amendments  are  probably 
illegal  under  the  Atomic  ^ergy  Act  and 
would  not  approve  them  without 
Congressional  action.  Commissioner 
Bradford  also  non-concurred  in  the  staff 
conclusion  that  general  licenses  could 
be  exempted  fi'om  the  requirement  of 
Section  128. 

Since  the  amendments  will  not  result 
in  any  increased  requirements  or 
expense  to  the  public,  the  Commission 
has  not  prepared  a  separate  value- 
impact  analysis.  Based  on  past  licensing 
actions,  the  amendments  should  reduce 
the  number  of  specific  export  licenses 
issued  by  the  Commission  by 
approximately  5  to  10  percent. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
amendments  to  Title  10,  Chapter  1,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  110,  are 
published  as  a  document  subject  to 
codification. 

PART  IIO—EXPORT  AND  IMPORT  OF 
NUCLEAR  EQUIPMENT  AND 
MATERIAL 

§  110.13  [Deleted  and  reserved] 

1.  Section  110.13  is  deleted  and 
reserved. 

(Secs.  81.  82,  Pub.  L  83-703,  68  Stat.  935  (42 
U.S.C.  2111,  2112)) 

2.  A  new  §  110.22  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 10.22  Export  of  special  nuclear 
material. 

General  licenses  are  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  to  any  • 
country,  except  those  listed  in  §  110.28, 
the  following: 

(a)  Special  nuclear  material  contained 
in  sensing  components  installed  in 
instruments,  if  no  more  than  3  grams  of 
enriched  uranium  or  .1  gram  of 
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plutonium  or  luranium-ZSS  are  contained 
in  each  instrument. 

(b)  Plutoniiun -containing  80  percent  or 
more  by  weight  of  plutonium-238  in 
cardiac  pacemakers. 

(Sec.  5.  Pub.  L  88-489,  78  Stat.  602;  secs.  2.  3. 
Pub.  L  93-377,  88  Stat.  473, 475  (42  U.S.  2073, 
2074(c),  2077(d)). 

3.  Section  110.23  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  110.23  Export  of  source  material. 

(a)  General  licenses  are  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  to  any 
country,  except  those  listed  in  §  110.28, 
the  following: 

(1)  1  kilogram  or  less  per  shipment  of 
unirradiated  thorium  or  uranium  other 
than  special  nuclear  material,  except 
that  no  person  may  export  more  than 
100  kilograms  per  year  to  any  one 
country; 

(2)  Thorium  in  incandescent  gas 
mantles;  and 

(3)  Depleted  uranium  in  the  form  of 
shielding  contained  in  radiographic 
exposure  or  teletheraphy  devices,  or 
radioactive  thermoelectric  generators,  if 
individual  shipments  do  not  exceed 
1,000  kilograms. 

(b)  General  licenses  are  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  to  any 
country,  except  those  listed  in  §§  110.27 
and  110.28,  the  following: 

(1)  Depleted  uranium  in  the  form  of 
coimterweights  installed  in  aircraft, 
rockets,  projectiles,  or  missiles,  if  the 
counterwei^ts  have  been  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  a  specific  license 
issued  imder  Part  40  of  this  chapter. 

(2)  Thorium  in  finished  aircraft  engine 
parts,  if  the  thorium  is  dispersed,  in 
concentrations  of  4  percent  or  less  by 
weight,  in  nickle-thoria  alloy  and  is  in 
the  form  of  finely  divided  thoria 
(thorium  dioxide);  and 

(3)  Depleted  uranium  in  the  form  of 
shielding  contained  in  X-ray  units  or  in 
packaging  for  the  transportation  of 
radioactive  materials. 

(Secs.  63  and  64,  Pub.  L  83-703,  68  Stat  933 
(42  U.S.C.  2093,  2094)) 

4.  Section  110.24  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1 10.24  Export  of  byproduct  material. 

General  licenses  are  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  to  any 
country,  except  those  listed  in  §  110.28, 
the  following: 

(a)  Byproduct  material  having  an 
atomic  number  fi'om  3  to  83. 

(b)  Tritium  contained  in  luminous 
safety  devices  installed  in  aircraft  as 
generally  licensed  items  under  §  31.7  of 
this  chapter. 


(c)  Tritium  and  polonium-210  in 
in^vidual  shipments  of  100  curies  or 
less,  contained  in: 

(1)  Tritium  activated  luminous  paint; 

(2)  Tritium  labeled  compounds; 

(3)  Tritiated  accelerator  targets; 

(4)  Polonium-210  static  eliminators; 

(5)  Calibration  standards; 

(6)  Luminescent  light  sources; 

(7)  Tritium  sources  for 
chromatography  instruments; 

(8)  Electron  tubes; 

(9)  Gas  and  aerosol  detectors;  or 

(10)  Tritium  in  helium-3  in  a 
concentration  of  2.5  millicuries  or  less 
per  liter  of  helium-3. 

(d)  Americium-241. 

(Secs.  81,  82,  Pub.  L  83-703, 68  Stat.  935  (42 
U.S.C.  2111,  2112)) 

5.  Section  110.25  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  110.25  Export  of  deuterium. 

A  general  license  is  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  100 
liters  or  less  per  shipment  of  deuterium 
at  standard  temperature  and  pressure 
(90  grams  of  heavy  water)  to  any 
country  except  those  listed  in  §  110.28. 

6.  Section  110.26  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  110.26  Export  of  nuclear  grade  gr^>hite. 

A  general  license  is  hereby  issued 
authorizing  any  person  to  export  100 
kilograms  or  less  per  shipment  of 
nuclear  grade  graphite  to  any  country 
except  those  listed  in  §  110.28:  Provided, 
that  no  person  shall,  pursuant  to  this 
general  license,  export  more  than  2,000 
kilograms  per  year  to  any  one  country. 

(Sec.  309,  Pub.  L.  95-242,  92  Stat.  141  (42 
U.S.C.  2139)) 

7.  Section  110.27  is  revised  and  new 
§  110.28  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 10.27  Restricted  destinations. 

(a)  Albania,  (b)  Bulgaria,  (c) 
Czechoslavakia,  (d)  German  Democratic 
Republic  (including  East  Berlin),  (e) 
Hungary,  (f)  Mongolia,  (g)  Poland,  (h) 
Romania,  (i)  Peoples  Republic  of  China, 
and  (j)  Union  of  Soviet  Socialist 
Republics. 

§110.28  Embargoed  destinations. 

(a)  Cuba,  (b)  Kampuchea,  (c)  North 
Korea,  (d)  Vietnam. 

(Sec.  161i,  Pub.  L  83-703, 68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2201(i))) 

8.  In  §110.44,  paragraph  (a)(l)(iii)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§1 10.44  Issuance  or  denial  of  licenses. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(iii)  The  proposed  export  of  a 
production  or  utilization  facility  or  of 


more  than  3  grams  of  special  nuclear 
material  would  be  under  the  terms  of  an 
agreement  for  cooperation,  except  for 
proposed  exports  of  plutonium 
containing  80  percent  or  more  by  weight 
of  plutonium-238,  or  100  grams  or  less  of 
special  nuclear  material  which  is  diluted 
so  that  it  is  no  longer  usable  for  any 
nuclear  activity  relevant  fi'om  the  point 
of  view  of  safeguards  and  is  practicably 
irrecoverable. 

(Secs.  2,  3,  Pub.  L  93-377,  88  Stat.  473,  475  (42 
U.S.C.  2074(c),  2077(d))) 

(Sec.  161i,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948  (42 
U.S.C.  2201(i);  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88 
Stat.  1243  (42  U.S.C.  5481))) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th  day  of 
March  1980. 

For  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8586  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  7S90-«1-M 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

12  CFR  Part  329 

Interest  on  Deposits;  Rate  Limitations 

agency:  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 

Corporation. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
(“Board”,  “FDIC”)  has  amended  its 
regulations  covering  payment  of  interest 
on  deposits  to  impose  interest  rate 
limitations  on  certain  obligations  issued 
by  a  noiunember  bank’s  parent  bank 
holding  company.  The  amendment  does 
not  apply  to  commercial  paper  issued  by 
a  bank’s  parent  bank  holding  company. 
This  action  is  being  taken  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  orderly  administration  of 
currently  prescribed  interest  rate 
limitations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Douglas  Birdzell,  Senior  Attorney, 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation, 
550  17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20429,  (202)  3o9-4324. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Board  has  amended  Part  329  (12  CFR 
Part  329]  to  apply  Part  329  interest  rate 
ceilings  to  certain  obligations  issued  or 
guaranteed,  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  to 
principal  or  interest  by  a  nonmember 
bank’s  parent  bank  holding  company. 

The  amendment  applies  to  any 
obligation;  regardless  of  the  use  of  the 
proceeds,  issued  in  a  denomination  of 
less  than  $100,000  that  has  an  original 
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maturity  of  4  years  or  less  or  that  is 
redeemable  by  the  holder  in  periods  of  4 
years  or  less.  Obligations  with  original 
maturities  of  ZVi  years  to  4  years  or 
redeemable  between  ZVz  years  and  4 
years  will  be  subject  to  the  ceiling  rate 
of  interest  payable  on  the  year 
variable  ceiling  time  deposit. 

Obligations  issued  in  denominations  of 
$10,000  or  more  with  original  maturities 
of  26  weeks  to  ZVz  years,  or  redeemable 
in  periods  of  26  weeks  to  zy^  years,  will 
be  subject  to  the  ceiling  rate  of  interest 
payable  by  nonmember  banks  on  26- 
week  money  market  time  deposits  of 
less  than  $100,000.  In  addition, 
obligations  issued  in  denominations  of 
less  than  $10,000  with  original  maturities 
of  less  than  zy^  years,  or  redeemable  in 
periods  of  less  than  zy^  years,  will  be 
subject  to  the  interest  rate  limitations 
applicable  to  comparable  obligations  of 
nonmember  banks. 

With  respect  to  obligations 
redeemable  at  specified  intervals  at  the 
holder’s  option,  the  rate  of  interest 
payable  on  such  obligations  must  be 
adjusted  at  the  beginning  of  each  such 
interval.  The  maximum  rate  of  interest 
that  may  be  paid  for  the  period  during 
the  specified  redemption  intervals  will 
be  determined  by  applying  the  Part  329 
rules  in  effect  at  the  time  the  obligation 
was  issued.  For  example,  on  March  17, 
1980,  a  parent  bank  holding  company 
subject  to  this  action  issues  an 
obligation  with  redemption  intervals 
between  2y2  to  4  years. 

The  maximum  rate  of  interest  that 
may  be  paid  during  each  redemption 
interval  will  be  determined  by  the  rule 
in  effect  as  of  March  17  for  determining 
the  ceiling  rate  of  interest  payable  on 
the  2V^  year  variable  ceiling  time 
deposit.  This  rule,  in  the  case  of 
commercial  banks,  provides  that  a 
nonmember  bank  may  pay  interest  at  a 
rate  of  11%  percent  or  75  basis  points 
below  the  yield  on  zyT.  year  Treasury 
securities,  whichever  is  less. 
Consequently,  the  maximum  rate  that 
may  be  paid  on  the  obligation  during  the 
first  redemption  interval  is  11%  percent. 
The  maximum  rate  that  may  be  paid 
during  subsequent  redemption  intervals 
will  be  11%  percent  or  75  basis  points 
below  the  yield  on  2  Vi  year  Treasury 
securities,  whichever  is  less. 

This  procedure  for  determining  the 
maximum  rate  payable  during  each 
redemption  interval  will  apply  even  if 
the  rule  relating  to  the  determination  of 
the  ceiling  rate  of  interest  payable  on 
the  2  Vi  year  variable  ceiling  time 
deposit  is  modified.  If,  however,  the  rule 
relating  to  the  determination  of  the 
ceiling  rate  of  interest  payable  on  the 
2  Vi  year  variable  ceiling  time  deposit  is 


modified,  the  new  rule  would  apply  to 
bank  holding  company  obligations 
issued  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of 
the  new  rule. 

The  amendment  applies  only  to 
obligations  required  to  be  registered 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933.  The  amendment  applies  to  covered 
obligations  regardless  of  the  use  of  the 
proceeds — i.e.,  even  if  the  proceeds  are 
not  being  supplied  to  the  parent  bank 
holding  company’s  nonmember  bank 
subsidiary  or  subsidiaries.  However,  if 
the  obligation  issued  is  subject  to 
interest  rate  limitations  imposed  by  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
or  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  89-597,  such 
obligations  will  not  be  subject  to  the 
interest  rate  limitations  imposed  by  this 
action. 

The  Board  has  concluded  that 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  rates  that 
may  be  paid  on  obligations  issued  by 
bank  holding  companies  in 
denominations  of  less  than  $100,000  with 
original  maturities  of  4  years  or  less  are 
necessary  at  this  time  in  view  of  the 
impact  the  issuance  of  such  obligations 
is  likely  to  have  on  deposit  flows  among 
depository  institutions.  Such  obligations 
typically  are  issued  at  rates 
substantially  in  excess  of  the  Part  329 
ceiling  rates  of  interest  payable  by 
nonmember  banks  on  time  deposits  of 
comparable  maturities  and  are  ■ 
competitive  with  consumer  deposits 
issued  by  depository  institutions.  'The 
Board  believes  that  such  obligations 
generally  should  be  subject  to  the 
interest  rate  limitations  imposed  upon 
nonmember  banks. 

The  Board’s  action  was  taken  after 
consultation  with  the  other  Federal 
financial  institution  regulatory  agencies 
and  parallels  similar  action  taken  on 
March  14, 1980  by  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  In  order  to  facilitate  the 
administration  of  currently  prescribed 
deposit  interest  rate  limitations,  the 
Board  finds  that  application  of  the 
notice  and  public  participation 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553  to  this  action 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
and  that  good  cause  exists  for  making 
the  amendment  effective  immediately. 

PART  329— INTEREST  ON  DEPOSITS 

1.  Section  329.1  of  Part  329  is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (g)  thereto 
as  follows: 

§  329.1  Definitions. 

***** 

(g)  Obligations  issued  by  the  parent 
bank  holding  company  of  a  nonmember 


bank.  For  the  purposes  of  this  Part,  the 
“deposits"  of  a  nonmember  bank  other 
than  a  mutual  savings  bank  also  include 
an  obligation  that  is  (1)  issued  in  a 
denomination  of  less  than  $100,000;  (2) 
required  to  be  registered  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933;  (3) 
issued  or  guaranteed  in  whole  or  in  part 
as  to  principal  or  interest  by  the 
nonmember  bank’s  parent  which  is  a 
bank  holding  company  within  the 
meaning  of  12  U.S.C.  221a(b]  regardless 
of  the  use  of  the  proceeds;  and  (4)  issued 
with  an  original  maturity  of  4  years  or 
less,  or  which  is  redeemable  at  intervals 
of  4  years  or  less  at  the  option  of  the 
holder.  The  term  “deposits”  does  not 
include  those  obligations  of  a  bank 
holding  company  that  arc  subject  to 
interest  rate  limitations  imposed 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  89-597. 

2.  Section  329.6  of  Part  329  is  amended 
by  adding  a  new  subparagraph  (7]  to 
paragraph  (b)  thereof. 

§  329.6  Maximum  rates  of  interest  payable 
on  time  and  savings  deposits  of  Insured 
nonmember  banks  other  than  mutual 
savings  banks 
***** 

(b)  Deposits  of  less  than  $100,000. 
***** 

(7)  Obligations  of  the  parent  bank 
holding  company  of  a  nonmember  bank. 
Notwithstanding  the  above,  interest  may 
be  paid  on  a  deposit  as  defined  in 
§  329.1 (g)  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the 
following  schedule: 

Original  Maturity  or  Redemption  Period  and 
Maximum  Percent 

ZVt  to  4  years — For  an  obligation  that  is  not 
redeemable  prior  to  maturity,  interest  may 
be  paid  at  the  rate  established  for  2V^  year 
variable  ceiling  deposits  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  329.6(b)(6)  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  obligation  is  issued.  For  an 
obligation  that  is  redeemable  prior  to 
maturity,  the  maximum  rate  of  interest  that 
may  be  paid  horn  the  date  of  issuance  until 
the  first  redemption  date  shall  not  exceed 
the  rate  established  for  2V^  year  variable 
ceiling  time  deposits  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  329.6(b)(6)  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  obligation  is  issued.  Interest  may 
be  paid  during  successive  redemption 
periods  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the  rate  that 
would  be  in  effect  on  the  first  day  of  each 
such  redemption  period  for  214  year 
variable  ceiling  time  deposits  established 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  329.6(b)(6) 
in  effect  at  the  time  the  obligation  was 
issued. 

26  weeks  or  more  but  less  than  214  years 
($10,000  minimum  denomination 
required) — For  an  obligation  that  is  not 
redeemable  prior  to  maturity,  interest  may 
be  paid  at  the  rate  established  for  26-week 
money  market  time  deposits  pursuant  to 
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the  provisions  of  S  329.6(b)(5)  in  effect  at 
the  time  the  obligation  is  issued.  For  an 
obligation  that  is  redeemable  prior  to 
maturity,  the  maximum  rate  of  interest  that 
may  be  paid  from  the  date  of  issuance  until 
the  first  redemption  date  shall  not  exceed 
the  rate  established  for  26-week  money 
market  time  deposits  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  S  329.6(b)(5)  in  effect  at  the 
time  the  obligation  is  issued.  Interest  may 
be  paid  during  successive  redemption 
periods  at  a  rate  not  to  exceed  the  rate  that 
would  be  in  effect  on  the  first  day  of  each 
such  redemption  period  for  26-week  money 
market  time  deposits  established  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  §  329.6(b)(5)  in  effect  at 
the  time  the  obligation  was  issued. 

30  days  or  more  but  less  than  214  years — 
Interest  may  be  paid  at  the  ceilings 
established  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  329.6(b)(1)  in  effect  at  the  time  the 
obligation  is  issued. 

Less  than  30  days — No  interest  may  be  paid. 

(Secs.  9  and  18,  Pub.  L  81-797,  64  Stat.  881, 

891,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1819  and  1828)) 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors,  March 

17, 1980. 

Hoyle  L  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8786  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  6714-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

21  CFR  Parts  193  and  561 
[80P-1 14;  FRL  1440-4] 

Tolerances  for  Pesticides,  3,5- 
Dimrvthyl-4-(Methylthio)Phenyl 
Methylcarbamate;  Correction 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
final  rule  that  appeared  on  3,5-dimethyl- 
4-(methylthio)phenyl  methylcarbamate 
at  page  38841  in  the  Federd  Register  of 
July  3, 1979  (FR  Doc.  79-20564). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Effective  on  March  21, 
1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  Miller,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
16,  Registration  Division  (TS-767), 

Office  of  Pesticide  programs. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street  SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
(202-426-9458). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  FR 

Doc.  79-20564  appearing  at  page  38841 
in  the  issue  of  Tuesday,  July  3, 1979,  the 
expiration  date  of  "June  30, 1980”  at  the 
end  of  S  193.145  [Amended]  is  corrected 
to  read  “December  31, 1980”  and  the 
expiration  date  of  "June  30, 1980”  at  the 
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end  of  §  561.175  [Amended]  is  corrected 
to  read  "December  31, 1980.” 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8785  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6560-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

32  CFR  Part  820 

Air  Force  Bands;  Deletion  of 
Regulations 

agency:  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
Department  of  Defense. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  is  amending  Title  32,  Chapter  VII 
of  the  CFR  by  deleting  Part  820,  Air 
Force  Bands.  This  rule  is  deleted 
because  of  limited  applicability  to  the 
general  public.  The  intended  effect  is  to 
insure  that  only  regulations  which 
substantially  affect  the  public  be 
maintained  in  the  Air  Force  portion  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  17, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Mrs.  Carol  M.  Rose,  phone  (202)  697- 
1861. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Accordingly,  32  CFR,  Chapter  VII,  is 
amended  by  deleting  Part  820. 

PART  820— AIR  FORCE  BANDS 
[DELETED] 

Carol  M.  Rose, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8688  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3910-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  710 

[FRL  1430-6;  OTS-80006] 

Toxic  Substances  Control  Act; 
Amendment  to  Inventory  Reporting 
Requirements 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the 
inventory  reporting  requirements  imder 
the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  to 
specify  January  1, 1983,  as  the  date  after 
which  records  required  to  be  kept  to 
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document  information  reported  for  the 
inventory  need  not  be  retained.  Those 
manufacturers  of  chemical  substances 
who  reported  for  the  initial  inventory 
will  be  affected  by  this  rule.  The  original 
regulation  failed  to  specify  a  retention 
date.  This  amendment  corrects  this 
omission  in  the  original  regulation. 
DATES:  This  rule  will  be  effective  on 
April  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Industry  Assistance  Office,  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances  (TS- 
799),  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington,  DC 
20460;  or  call  800-424-9065  or,  in 
Washington,  call  554-1404. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON: 

Authority  and  General  Purpose 

On  December  23, 1977,  EPA  published 
the  Inventory  Reporting  Requirements 
(40  CFR  Part  710,  42  FR  64572),  under 
section  8(a)  of  the  Toxic  Substances 
Control  Act,  (15  U.S.C.  Section  2601  et 
seq.).  Persons  who  report  imder  these 
regulations  must  maintain  records  that 
document  information  reported  for  the 
inventory.  However,  the  regulations  fail 
to  specify  the  length  of  time  for  which 
the  required  records  must  be  kept.  This 
omission  has  been  the  subject  of  some 
concern  in  the  regulated  community. 

This  amendment  clarifies  this  issue  by 
specifying  January  1, 1983,  as  the  final 
date  after  which  diese  records  need  not 
be  kept. 

The  purpose  of  the  recordkeeping 
requirement  is  to  aid  the  Agency  in 
monitoring  compliance  with  the 
Inventory  reporting  requirements.  The 
effect  of  the  January  1, 1983,  deadline  is 
to  provide  a  five-year  retention  period 
for  those  persons  who  reported  for  the 
initial  inventory  beginning  on  January  1, 
1978,  and  a  shorter  retention  period'for 
those  processors  and  importers  who 
report  additional  substances  for  the 
revised  inventory.  The  January  1, 1983, 
date  was  selected  because  the  resulting 
retention  periods  were  found  by  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  to  represent  an 
adequate  time  for  pursuing  both 
affirmative  and  responsive  enforcement 
of  the  Inventory  Reporting 
Requirements.  The  date  is  also 
consistent  with  the  intent  expressed  in 
the  March  6, 1978,  Federal  Register  (43 
FR  9254)  to  provide  for  such  a  retention 
period. 

On  October  22, 1979,  EPA  published 
the  proposed  amendment  to  the 
Inventory  Reporting  Requirements.  The 
public  comment  period  ended  on 
December  21, 1979,  and  no  comments 
were  received. 
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Public  Record 

EPA  has  established  a  public  record 
for  this  rulemaking  as  defined  in  Section 
19(a)(3)  of  TSCA  (docket  number  OTS- 
080006).  The  public  record,  along  with  a 
complete  index,  is  available  for 
inspection  in  the  OPTS  reading  room 
from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on  working 
days  (401  M  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
O.C.  20460).  This  record  contains  the 
basic  information  that  the  Agency 
considered  in  developing  this  rule.  This 
record  includes  the  following: 

1.  This  hnal  rule. 

2.  The  proposed  rule,  published  on 
October  22, 1979,  (40  FR  60763). 

3.  The  “supplemental  clarification”  of 
the  Inventory  Reporting  Regulations, 
published  on  March  6, 1978,  (43  FR  9254). 

4.  The  “Inventory  Reporting 
Requirements”  published  on  December 
23, 1977  (42  FR  64572). 

Specialized  Regulation  Notice 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order,  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized”.  I 
have  reviewed  this  regulation  and  have 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

The  above  classification  is  based 
upon  a  determination  that  the  regulation 
is  a  minor  amendment  to  an  existing 
regulation. 

.  The  amendment  to  40  CFR  710.1(c) 
will  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

Douglas  M.  Costle, 

Administrator. 

Section  710.1(c)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  71 0. 1  Scope  and  compliance. 
***** 

(c)  Each  person  who  reports  under 
these  regulations  shall  maintain  records 
that  document  information  reported 
under  these  regulations  and,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act,  permit  access 
to,  and  the  copying  of,  such  records  by 
EPA  officials.  Records  required  to  be 
maintained  under  these  regulations  must 
be  kept  until  January  1, 1983.  (Sec.  8(a), 
Pub.  L.  94-469,  90  Stat.  2027  (15  U.S.C. 
2607(a))). 

[FR  Doc.  80-8664  Filed  3-20-60;  8:45  am] 

BUXINQ  CODE  6S60-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
43  CFR  Part  3100 

Oil  and  Gas  Leasing;  Suspensions  of 
Operations  and  Production 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amended  rule  authorizes 
the  Director,  Geological  Survey,  to  grant 
suspensions  of  operations  and 
production  for  oil  and  gas  leases  when 
there  is  no  well  capable  of  production 
on  a  leasehold.  By  eliminating  the 
requirement  for  transmitting  such 
applications  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  for  action,  it  simplifies  the 
procedure  for  granting  suspensions  of 
operations  and  production  in  such 
situations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Andrew  F.  DeVito,  Conservation 
Division,  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 
National  Center  (Mail  Stop  600),  Reston, 
Virginia  22092  (703/860-7521). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
553(b)(A),  it  has  been  determined  that  it 
is  in  the  public  interest  for  these 
regulations  to  become  final  on 
publication.  This  determination  is  based 
on  the  fact  that  the  revision  simplifies 
the  procediu'es  for  granting  a  suspension 
of  operations  and  production  on  leases 
where  there  is  no  oil  or  gas  well  capable 
of  production.  The  revision  authorizes 
the  Director,  Geological  Survey,  to  grant 
suspensions  in  such  situations. 
Previously,  these  suspensions  required 
the  direction  or  assent  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  In  addition,  the  revision 
deletes  reference  to  the  Area  Mining 
Supervisor  since  rules  governing 
suspensions  requiring  action  by  the 
Area  Mining  Supervisors  are  contained 
in  43  CFR  3503.3-2(e). 

The  Department  of  the  Interior  has 
determined  that  the  publication  of  this 
document  is  not  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  and  that  no  detailed 
statement  pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4332(2)(C))  is 
required.  The  Department  of  the  Interior 
has  also  determined  that  this  document 
is  not  a  significant  rule  and  does  not 
require  a  regulatory  analysis  under 
Executive  Order  12044  and  43  CFR  Part 
14. 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
is  Andrew  DeVito,  Conservation 


Division,  U.S.  Geological  Survey, 

Reston.  Virginia  22092  (703-860-7521). 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

James  A.  Joseph, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

43  CFR  3103.3-8  is  revised  to  read: 

§  3103.3-8  Suspension  of  operations  and 
production. 

(a)  Applications  by  lessees  for  relief 
from  the  producing  requirements  or  from 
all  operating  and  producing 
requirements  of  oil  and  gas  leases  shall 
be  filed  in  triplicate  in  the  office  of  the 
Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisors.  The  Area 
Oil  and  Gas  Supervisors  are  authorized 
to  act  on  applications  for  suspension  of 
operations  or  production  or  both  filed 
pursuant  to  this  section  and  to  terminate 
suspensions  of  this  kind  which  have 
been  or  may  be  granted.  However,  no 
suspension  of  operations  and  production 
will  be  granted  for  any  oil  and  gas  lease 
in  the  absence  of  a  well  capable  of 
production  on  the  leasehold,  except 
where  the  Director,  Geological  Survey, 
directs  or  assents  to  a  suspension  in  the 
interest  of  conservation.  Complete 
information  must  be  furnished  showing 
the  necessity  of  such  relief. 

(b)  The  term  of  any  lease  will  be 
extended  by  adding  thereto  any  period 
of  suspension  of  all  operations  and 
production  during  such  term  pursuant  to 
the  direction  or  assent  of  the  Area  Oil 
and  Gas  Supervisor  or  the  Director, 
Geological  Survey. 

(c)  A  suspension  shall  take  effect  on 
the  date  specified  in  the  direction  or 
assent  of  the  Area  Oil  and  Gas 
Supervisor  or  the  Director,  Geological 
Survey.  Rental  and  minimum  royalty 
payments  will  be  suspended  during  any 
period  of  suspension  of  all  operations 
and  production  directed  or  assented  to 
by  the  Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor  or 
the  Director,  Geological  Survey, 
beginning  with  the  first  day  of  the  lease 
month  on  which  the  suspension  of 
operations  and  production  becomes 
effective.  If  the  suspension  of  operations 
and  production  becomes  effective  on 
any  date  other  than  the  first  day  of  a 
lease  month,  L.en  rental  and  minimum 
royalty  payments  will  be  suspended 
beginning  with  the  first  day  of  the  lease 
month  next  following  such  effective 
date.  The  suspension  of  rental  and 
minimum  royalty  payments  shall  end  on 
the  first  day  of  the  lease  month  in  which' 
operations  or  production  is  resumed. 
Where  rentals  are  creditable  against 
royalties  and  have  been  paid  in 
advance,  proper  credit  will  be  allowed 
on  the  next  rental  or  royalty  due  under 
the  lease. 

(d)  No  lease  shall  be  deemed  to  expire 
by  reason  of  a  suspension  of  either 


18376 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


operations  or  production  only,  pursuant 
to  any  directions  or  assent  of  the  Area 
Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor  or  the  Director, 
Geological  Survey.  - 

(e)  If  there  is  a  well  capable  of 
producing  on  the  leased  premises  and 
all  operations  and  production  are 
suspended  pursuant  to  any  direction  or 
assent  of  the  Area  Oil  and  Gas 
Supervisor  or  the  Director,  Geological 
Survey,  the  commencement  of  drilling 
operations  only  will  be  regarded  as 
terminating  the  suspension  as  to 
operations  but  not  as  to  production,  and 
as  terminating  the  period  of  suspension 
to  be  added  to  the  term  of  the  lease  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section 
and  the  period  of  suspension  of  rental  . 
and  minimum  royalty  payments  as 
provided  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section. 
However,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (d) 
of  this  section,  the  term  of  the  lease  will 
not  be  deemed  to  expire  so  long  as  the 
suspension  of  operations  or  production 
remains  in  effect. 

(f)  The  relief  authorized  under  this 
section  may  also  be  obtained  for  any  oil 
and  gas  leases  included  within  an 
approved  unit  or  cooperative  plan  of 
development  and  operation. 

[FK  Doc.  HWU  Filed  8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  4310-31-11 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44CFRPirt65 

[DodCBt  Na  FEMA  STM] 

Changes  in  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Areas  Under  the  National  Flood 
Inaurance  Program 

AOanev:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACnon:  Interim  rule. 


summary:  This  rule  lists  those 
communities  where  modification  of  the 
base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations  is 
appropriate  becaue  of  new  scientific  or 
technical  data.  New  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  will  be  calculated  from 
the  modified  base  (lOO-year)  elevations 
for  new  buildings  and  their  contents  and 
for  second  layer  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

DATES:  These  modified  elevations  are 
currently  in  effect  and  amend  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM)  in  effect 
prior  to  this  determination. 

From  the  date  of  the  second 
publication  of  notice  of  these  changes  in 
a  prominent  local  newspaper,  any 
person  has  ninety  (90)  days  in  which  he 
can  request  through  the  community  that 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
reconsider  the  changes.  These  modiffed 
elevations  may  be  changed  during  the 
90-day  period. 

ADDRESSES:  The  modiffed  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevation  determinations  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  offfee  of 
the  Chief  Executive  Officer  of  the 
community,  listed  in  the  fffth  column  of 
the  table.  Send  conunents  to  that 
address  also. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  En^eering  Office, 
451  Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20410,  (202)  755-5581  or  Toll  Free 
Line  (800)  424-8872. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
numerous  changes  made  in  the  base 
(lOO-year)  flood  elevations  of  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map(s)  make  it 
administratively  infeasible  to  publish  in 
this  notice  all  of  the  modiffed  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  contained  on  the 
map.  However,  this  rule  includes  the 


• 

address  of  the  Chief  Executive  Officer  of 
the  community  where  the  modiffed  base 
(lOO-year)  flood  elevation 
determinations  are  available  for 
inspection.  Any  request  for 
reconsideration  must  be  based  on 
knowledge  of  changed  conditions,  or 
new  scientiffc  or  technical  data. 

These  modiffcations  are  made 
pursuant  to  Section  206  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-234)  and  are  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
65.4  (Presently  appearing  at  its  former 
Section  24  CFR  Part  1915)). 

For  rating  purposes,  the  revised 
community  number  is  listed  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

These  base  (lOO-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
managmenet  measiu'es  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  elevations,  together  with  the 
flood  plain  management  measures 
required  by  §  60.3  (presently  appearing 
at  its  former  1 1910.3)  of  the  program 
regulations  are  the  minimum  that  are 
required.  They  should  not  be  construed 
to  mean  the  community  must  change 
any  existing  ordinances  that  are  more 
stringent  in  their  flood  plain 
management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time,  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State  or  regional  entities. 

The  changes  in  the  base  (lOO-year) 
flood  elevations  listed  below  are  in 
accordance  with  44  CFR  65.4.  (Presently 
appearing  at  its  former  Section  24  CFR 
1915.4):  " 


state 

County 

LocMion 

Date  and  nanw  of 
nawtpapar  whara 
notfoa  waa  pubiahad 

GXMCUttVG  offioGf  of  cofTMiiunily 

Eflactiva  date  of 
modWad  flood 
inauranea  rote  map 

commurlty  No. 

■note _ 

rstM* 

....  VHaga  of  Franktei  Park. . 

....  77te  Chicago  Tribune,  May  31  and 
Juna  7, 1979. 

Mr.  Jack  B.  WWwna,  Pratedant,  VI- 
laga  of  Frankin  Park,  9545  Babnonl 
Ava.,  FranHin  Padc,  11.  80131. 

Jan.  18, 1980... 

170094C 

... 

Goodhuo  County _ 

..„  nmhring  Republican  Eagle,  May  28 
and  June  5, 1979. 

Mr.  R.  L  Tannar,  Qoodhua  County 
AudNor,  P.O.  Elox  407,  Rodwing, 
Minn.  55088. 

Jan.  18. 1980... 

270140B 

PwiiylMniM 

Indtons 

«  Borough  of  Homar  City _ 

....  Indiana  Evening  GataUa,  Jan.  18 
«id  Jan.  25, 1980. 

Hon.  Paul  Poote,  Mayor,  Borough  of 
Homar  Qty.  30  Eaat  Wlay  St. 
HomarCily.  Pa.  15748. 

Jaa  25. 19e0.„ 

270140B 

Do - 

_.  SetwyM - 

Borou^  of  SchuyHdi  Havan.. 

....  The  PottavKa  Republican,  Jan.  7 
and  Jan.  11. 1980. 

Mr.  Charlea  R.  Faindter,  Borough 
Managar,  Schuyldl  Havan,  39  Dock 
St,  SchuyMI  Havan,  Pa 

Jan.  11. 1980... 

420787B 

WQlniM 

Mateo . 

...  Town  of  Droofcnote . 

....  The  Union  Star,  May  31  and  Juna 

6. 1979. 

Hon.  V.  J.  Luawdl.  Munidpal  Building. 
Brooknaal,  Va  24528. 

Jan.  18. 1980... 

510030C 
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State 

County 

Location 

Date  and  nama  of  - 
nawipaper  where 
notica  was  publiahad 

Chief  exacutive  officar  of  community 

Effacliva  date  of 
iiKxSfiad  flood 
insurance  rate  map 

community  No. 

NateaUte _ 

_  Lancaatar - 

_  Ctty  of  Lincoln . 

.  Lincoln  Journal.  Tha  Lincoln  Star, 

Fat).  4  and  Fab.  5. 1960. 

14on.  Halen  G.  Booaalia,  Mayor,  City 
of  Unootn,  555  South  lOth  St.  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nabr.  66506. 

Jtei.  17, 1960, 
1916B 

315273A 

Noftfi  Oifcols.^ 

_  Grand  Forim _ 

_ City  of  Grand  Forks . 

.  Tha  Grand  ForttaHeraU,  Jan. 

and  Jan.  25,  1960. 

Hoa  C.  P.  OYtaS,  Mayor,  City  of 
Grand  Forks,  P.O.  Box  1516,  Grwid 
Forks,  N.  Dak.  58201. 

Jan.  25. 1960... 

385366-0005C, 
OOIOC,  ' 
0015C.  0020C 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  Xm  of  Housing  Urban  Development  Act  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR  17804,  November 
28,  1968),  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator,  44  FR  20963) 

Issued:  February  12, 1980. 

Gkwia  M.  Jimenez, 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  a0-SS30  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  S71S-OS-4I 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

FMi  and  Wildlife  Service 

50CFRPart33 

Correction  of  Sport  Hshing 
Regulations  for  Crab  Orchard  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  III. 

AOENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
AcnoN:  Correction  of  special 
regulations. 

summary:  This  notice  corrects  the  sport 
fishing  regulations  for  Crab  Orchard 
National  Wildlife  Refuge.  The  hours  for 
jug  fishing  in  Crab  Orchard  Lake  west  of 
the  closed  area  buoy  line  were 


incorrectly  stated  in  regulations 
published  in  Federal  Register  Volume 
45,  Number  41  (February  28, 1980).  This 
correction  modifies  the  incorrect 
statement  only;  all  other  regulations 
remain  as  published. 

DATES:  Effective  March  21, 1980  for  the 
duration  of  calendar  year  1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Wayne  D.  Adams,  Project  Manager,  Crab 
Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  P.O.  Box 
J,  Carterville,  IL  62918  Telephone:  (618) 
997-3344 

George  G.  P.  Bekeris,  Area  Manager,  U.S. 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  530  Federal 
Building  and  U.S.  Court  House,  316  North 
Robert  Street,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101 
Telephone:  (612)  725-7641 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  page 
13093  in  the  third  column,  the  last 
sentence  of  the  last  full  paragraph  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

§  32.32  Special  regulations;  sport  fishing; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Jug  fishing  in  Crab  Orchard  Lake  west 
of  the  closed  area  buoy  line  is  permitted 
fi'om  January  1, 1980,  through  December 
31, 1980;  between  May  25, 1980  and 
September  1, 1980,  jug  fishing  in  this 
area  is  permitted  only  between  simset 
and  sunrise. 

George  G.  P.  Bekeris, 

Area  Manager. 

March  14, 1980 

[FR  Doc  80-8715  FUed  3-20-80;  a-45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-5&-U 
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Proposed  Rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  982 

Handling  of  RIberts  Grown  in  Oregon 
and  Washington;  Administrative  Rules 
and  Regulations;  Extension  of  Time  for 
Filing  Comments 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Extension  of  time  for  filing 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  At  the  request  of  the  Filbert 
Control  Board,  the  time  for  filing 
comments  regarding  proposed  changes 
under  the  filbert  marketing  order  is 
extended  fi'om  March  13  to  March  31. 
OATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  by  March  31, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  1077,  South  Building,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250.  All  written  submissions  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  S.  Miller,  (202)  447-5053. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice 
was  given  in  the  February  25, 1980 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  1259)  to  amend 
Subpart — Administrative  Rides  and 
Regidations  (7  CFR  982.432-982.471)  by 
adding  §  982.417  and  revising  §  §  982.466 
and  982.468.  This  subpart  is  issued 
under  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  982,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  982),  regulating  the 
handling  of  filberts  grown  in  Oregon  and 
Washington.  The  marketing  agreement 
and  order  are  collectively  referred  to  as 
the  “order”.  The  order  is  effective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601 — 
674).  This  action  is  based  on  a  request  of 
the  Filbert  Control  Board  to  give  it 
additional  time  to  review  the  February 
25  proposal. 


Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division. 

[PR  Doc.  80-8682  Piled  0-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  cooe  3410-02-M 

Food  Safety  and  Quality  Service 
7  CFR  Part  2852 

United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Major  Canned  Fruits  ^ 

agency:  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  document  proposes  to 
revise  the  standards  for:  canned  sweet 
cherries,  canned  fruit  cocktail,  canned 
pears,  canned  apricots,  and  canned 
grapes;  all  major  canned  finits  packed  in 
California.  Also  included  is  a  proposal 
for  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Fruit  Mix.  These 
proposals  are  submitted  at  the  request 
of  the  Canners  League  of  California.  Its 
effect  would  be  to  improve  the  five 
standards  and  add  a  new  standard,  i.e., 
canned  finit  mix. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  December  12, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  to: 
Executive  Secretariat,  Attn:  Annie 
Johnson,  Room  3807  South  Agriculture 
Building,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  (See  also 
comments  under  Supplementary 
Information.) 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leon  R.  Cary,  Processed  Products 
Branch,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Quality 
Division,  Food  Safety  and  Quality 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250  (202)  447-6193. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  comments  concerning  this 
proposal.  Written  comments  must  be 
sent  in  duplicate  to  the  Executive 
Secretariat.  Comments  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  number 
of  this  issue  of  the  Federal  Register.  All 

'  Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act,  or  with  applicable  State  laws  and 
regulations. 
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comments  made  pursuant  to  this  notice 
will  be  made  available  for  pubic 
inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Executive 
Secretariat  during  regular  hours  of 
business.  All  interested  persons  are 
encouraged  to  submit  suggestions, 
comments,  or  views  during  the  field 
trials  of  these  proposed  standards 
during  the  1980  processing  season. 

Background 

Under  the  U.S.  standards  for  canned 
fruits,  other  than  clingstone  peaches,  a 
procedure  for  grading  is  currently  used 
known  as  variables  sampling.  This  basic 
procedure  consists  of  random  sampling 
of  the  canned/fi'ozen  or  dehydrated 
product.  This  procedure  has  been  used 
in  the  processed  fruit  and  vegetable 
standards  since  1928  emd  was  designed 
for  the  inspection  of  foods  stored  in 
public  warehouses  as  compared  with 
the  present-day  focus  of  grading 
products  on  processing  lines  in  factories. 

The  U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Clingstone  Peaches,  the  largest 
volume  canned  fhiit  in  the  United 
States,  were  revised  June  1, 1978.  These 
new  peach  standards  provide  for  on-line 
grading  (Grading  as  the  peaches  are 
canned)  or  lot  grading  (grading  after  the 
peaches  are  canned).  Under  the  peach 
standards,  a  statistical  procedure  for 
grading  is  used  called  attributes 
sampling.  This  new  procedure  consists 
of  random  sampling  of  the  canned/ 
fi-ozen  or  dehy^ated  product  while  it  is 
being  processed  and  does  not  usually 
result  in  destruction  of  the  sampled 
product.  This  offers  an  advantage  over 
the  old  system  in  that  it  is  an  objective 
step-by-step  procedure  of  reporting 
product  quality  continuously  without 
waiting  until  the  end  of  the  production 
shift  to  determine  lot  acceptance  based 
on  average  values. 

Following  initial  use  of  the  new  peach 
standards,  the  Canners  League  of 
California  requested  that  standards  for 
all  major  fruit  products,  packed  in  its 
members'  plants,  be  converted  to  the 
same  grading  procedure  as  clingstone 
peaches  to  avoid  a  dual  grading  system. 

During  1978,  several  study  drafts  of 
the  major  fruit  product  standards  were 
published  for  public  comment.  Formal 
and  informal  suggestions  were  received 
to  this  solicitation.  Based  on  suggestions 
from  interested  persons,  field  trials  of 
the  study  drafts,  and  the  procedure  used 
for  canned  clingstone  peaches,  the 
standards  published  in  this  proposed 
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rule  reflect,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  the 
conditions  found  in  present-day 
harvesting,  processing,  and  marketing  of 
the  major  California  canned  fruits. 

Also  included  in  this  proposed  rule  is 
a  new  standard  for  canned  fruit  mix,  a 
product  which  has  recently  entered 
consumer  markets.  It  is  similar  to 
canned  fruit  cocktail,  except  the 
expensive  or  artificially  colored  fruit 
ingredients  which  contribute  to  eye 
appeal  are  usually  ommitted. 

The  proposed  standards  for  canned 
fruit  mix  would  permit  the  following: 

1.  The  use  of  natural  seedless,  dark- 
skinned  grapes  which  are  not  normally 
used  in  the  more  expensive  fruit 
mixtures. 

2.  The  use  of  more  of  the  surplus  fruit. 

3.  The  use  of  various  forms  (slices, 
dice,  quarters,  segments,  etc.)  of  fruit 
ingredients  in  a  mix,  thereby  providing  a 
marketing  outlet  for  these  forms  without 
additional  processing. 

4.  A  possible  savings  by  processors  to 
consumers,  while  maintaining  the  same 
nutritional  value  as  the  more  expensive 
fruit  mixtures. 

5.  A  uniform  acceptance  procedure  for 
Government  agencies  which  have  been 
purchasing  this  type  of  fruit  mix  in 
recent  years. 

6.  The  marketing  of  canned  fruit  mix, 
without  the  more  expensive  ingredients, 
under  a  generic  label  which  has  become 
commonplace  in  most  of  our  Nation’s 
food  markets. 

Accordingly,  the  standards  for  various 
canned  fruits  would  be  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Sections  2852.821-2852.825  and 
2852.830-2852.836  of  Subpart— United 
States  Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned 
Sweet  Cherries  would  be  amended,  and 
the  Table  of  Contents  would  be 
amended  accordingly,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Sweet  Cherries 

2852.821  Product  description. 

2852.822  Types. 

2852.823  Styles. 

2852.824  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.825  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 
***** 

2852.830  Grades. 

285Z831  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.832  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.833  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.834  Sample  size. 

2852.835  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

2852.836  [Reserved] 


Subpart— United  States  Standards  For 
Grades  of  Canned  Sweet  Cherries 

§  2852.821  Product  description. 

Canned  sweet  cherries  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identity  for  canned  cherries  (21  CFR 
145.125]  and  canned  artificially 
sweetened  cherries  (21  CFR  145.125)  and 
canned  artificially  sweetened  cherries 
(21  CFR  145.126],  issued  under  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§2852.822  Types. 

(a)  “Light”  type  are  of  the  light  sweet 
varietal  group  which  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  such  varieties  known  as 
Royal  Anne,  Corum,  and  Rainier. 

(b)  “Dark”  type  are  of  the  dark  sweet 
varietal  group  which  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  such  varieties  known  as  Bing, 
Black  Republican,  Schmidt,  and 
Lambert. 

§2852.823  Styles. 

(a)  “Unpitted”  sweet  cherries  are 
stemmed  cherries  without  the  pits 
removed. 

“Pitted”  sweet  cherries  are  stemmed 
cherries  with  the  pits  removed. 

§  2852.824  Definitions  of  terms. 

(a)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  himdred  imits  of  product 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Blemished  means  any  imit  that  is 
affected  by  scab,  hail  injury,  or 
discoloration  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  is  affected: 

(1)  Slightly — surface  blemishes  having 
an  aggregate  area  exceeding  a  circle,  7 
mm  (0.28  in.)  in  diameter,  and  not 
extending  into  the  fruit  tissue. 

(2)  Materially — blemishes  having  an 
aggregate  area  equal  to  or  less  than  a 
circle,  7  mm  (0.28  in.)  in  diameter,  and 
extending  into  the  fiiiit  tissue  so  that  the 
flesh  is  materially  discolored. 

(3)  Seriously — blemishes  having  an 
aggregate  area  exceeding  a  circle,  7  mm 
(0.28  in.)  in  diameter,  and  extending  into 
the  fhiit  tissue  such  that  the  appearance 
or  edibility  is  seriously  affected. 

(c)  Brightness  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  appearance  of  the  sample 
unit  as  a  mass  is  affected  by  dullness: 

(1)  Grade  A — ^not  affected. 

(2)  Grade  B — slightly  affected. 

(3)  Grade  C — ^materially  affected. 

(4)  Substandard — fails  Grade  C. 

(d)  Character  refers  to  the  fleshiness 
and  to  the  tenderness  and  texture  in 
relation  to  maturity,  and  to  the  presence 
of  serious  processing  cracks  (see 

§  2852.824(1)]  in  unpitted  style  as 
follows: 


(1)  Good  Character  means  the  units 
have  a  texture  typical  of  properly 
prepared  and  processed  well-matured 
cherries  that  are  thick-fleshed  and 
tender,  and  may  be  slightly  flabby,  but 
not  soft. 

(2)  Reasonably  good  character  means 
the  untis  have  a  texture  typical  of 
properly  prepared  and  processed 
reasonably  well-matured  cherries  that 
are  reasonably  thick-fleshed  and  tender, 
and  may  be  slightly  soft,  but  not 
excesively  flabby. 

(3)  Fairly  good  character  means  the 
units  may  be  slightly  immature  or 
slightly  over-mature,  may  be  lacking  in 
thickness  of  flesh,  and  may  be  variable 
in  tenderness  and  texhu'e  ranging  from 
very  firm  to  very  soft. 

(4)  Poor  character  means  the  units  fail 
the  requirements  for  fairly  good 
character.  They  may  be  excessively 
thin-fleshed,  excessively  hard,  or 
excessively  soft. 

(e)  Color  of  individual  units  refers  to 
the  color  typical  of  the  varietal  group — 
either  light  sweet  or  dark  sweet  as 
follows: 

(1)  Good  color  means  the  units  of  light 
sweet  cherries  have  a  basic  background 
color,  exclusive  of  blush,  that  is  a 
pinkish-yellow  to  amber  color,  and  the 
blush  appears  as  a  surface  color  ranging 
from  tan  to  tannish  brown;  and  the  units 
of  dark  sweet  cherries  have  a  basic 
backgroimd  color  that  is  a  deep  red  to 
purple-red  or  purple-black. 

(2)  Fairly  good  color  means  the  units 
of  light  sweet  cherries  have  a  basic 
background  color  and  blush  that  may  be 
variable,  but  not  off-color,  and  the  units 
of  dark  sweet  cherries  have  a  deep  red 
to  purple-red  or  purple  black  color  that 
may  have  a  grayish  cast  and  may  be 
variable,  but  not  off-color. 

(3)  Poor  color  means  the  units  fail  to 
meet  the  requirements  for  fairly  good 
color. 

(f)  Damaged — (1)  Circular  cracks  or  • 
“rain  checks”  mean  discolored  splits  in 
the  skin  of  the  unit  that  affect  the 
appearance  of  the  unit  slightly, 
materially,  or  seriously. 

(2)  Mutilated  unit,  In  unpitted  syle,  is 
a  unit  that  is  tom  at  the  stem  end,  and 
the  tom  area  exceds  that  of  a  circle  6 
mm  (0.24  in.)  in  diameter;  or,  in  pitted 
style,  is  a  unit  that  is  tom  to  the  extent 
the  entire  pit  cavity  is  exposed. 

(g)  Defect  Means  any 
nonconformance  cf  a  unit(s)  of  product 
from  a  specified  requirement  of  a  single 
quality  characteristic. 

(h)  Extraneous  vegetable  material 
(EVM} — (1)  Small  pieces  mean  long 
stems,  pieces  of  twig  not  more  than  25 
mm  (1.0  in.)  in  length,  or  leaf  material,  or 
portions  thereof. 


18380  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45.  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21.  1980  /  Proposed  Rules 


(2)  Short  stem  means  a  portion  of  the 
stem,  that  attaches  the  cherry  to  the 
tree,  which  is  13  mm  (0.50  in.)  or  less  in 
length. 

(i)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor”  means  that  the  canned 
cherries  are  free  from  objectionable 
flavors  and  odors  of  any  kind. 

(j)  Misshapen  cherry  means  a  unit 
which  is  deformed  so  that  the 
appearance  is  materially  affected  and 
includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  a 
“double”  cherry  in  unpitted  style  and  a 
unit  that  has  a  cleavage  (or  deep  furrow) 
with  the  skin  unbroken  at  the  sutiu^  and 
extending  more  than  one-half  of  the 
distance  from  the  stem  cavity  to  the 
apex  in  both  styles. 

(k)  Sample  unit  size  means  the 
amount  of  product  specified  to  be  used 
for  inspection.  It  may  be: 

(l)  the  entire  contents  of  a  container, 

(2)  a  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  a  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers; 

(4)  a  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(l)  Serious  processing  crack  means  a 
cherry  that  has  a  crack  without  any 
discoloration  that  is  so  deep  as  to 
expose  the  pit. 

(m)  Unit  means  one  whole  cherry, 
whether  or  not  pitted,  or  portions  which 
in  the  aggregate  approximate  the 
average  size  of  a  cherry. 

§  2852.825  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

Compliance  with  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  is  based  on  the 
recommended  sample  unit  size  of  100 
units. 

§2852.830  Grades. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweet  cherries  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  cherries: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material  in  pitted  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  decay; 

(vi)  Are  practically  uniform  in  size; 
and 

(vii)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  of  units  which  have  reasonably 
good  character  £md  fairly  good  character 
does  not  exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Reasonably  good 
character 


(B)  Serious  processing  cracks 
(unpitted  style  only) — 5  units. 

(viii)  Have  a  color  such  that  the 
following  AQL’s  are  not  exceeded:  fairly 
good  (2.5),  poor  (1.0)  and  total  (4.0). 

(2)  Is  wiAin  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  V  and  specified  in 
Table  VI  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweet  cherries  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  cherries: 

(1)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  may  be 
slightly  affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Are  reasonably  free  from  pit 
material  in  pitted  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  decay; 

(vi)  Are  practically  uniform  in  size; 
and 

(vii)  Have  a  cheiracter  such  that  the 
number  of  units  that  have  fairly  good 
character  and  poor  character  does  not 
exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Faidy  good  Poor 

character  character 

10  cherries. . and - - 0  cherries. 

7  cherries . and . . 3  chartiea. 

(B)  Serious  processing  cracks 
(uhpitted  style  only) — 10  units. 

(viii)  Have  a  color  such  that  the 
following  AQL’s  are  not  exceeded;  fairly 
good  (2.5),  poor  (1.0)  and  total  (4.0). 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  V  and  specified  in 
Table  VI  of  this  Subpart. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweet  cherries  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  cherries: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not  more 


than  materially  affected  by  dullness. 

(iv)  Are  fairly  free  from  pit  material  in 
pitted  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  decay; 

(vi)  May  be  variable  in  size; 

(vii)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  of  units  that  have  poor 
character  does  not  exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Poor — ^10  units; 

(B)  Serious  processing  cracks 
(unpitted  style  only) — no  limit. 

(viii)  Have  a  color  such  that  the 
following  AQL  is  not  exceeded;  poor 
(5.0). 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  V  and  specified  in 
Table  VI  of  this  subpart. 

(d)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  sweet  cherries  that  fails  to  meet 
the  requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  C. 

§  2852.831  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  sweet 
cherries  is  based  on  compliance  with 
requirements  for  the  following  quality 
factors: 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors.  (1) 
Varietal  characteristics; 

(2)  Flavor  and  odor; 

(3)  Brightness; 

(4)  Freedom  from  pit  material; 

(5)  Freedom  from  decay; 

(6)  Uniformity  of  size;  and 

(7)  Character,  and 

(8)  Color; 

(b)  Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
Blemished; 

(2)  Damaged; 

(3)  Misshapen  units;  and 

(4)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 

§  2852.832  Classification  of  dafscts. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  “X”  mark  in 
Table  V  represents  “one  (1)  defect.” 


TabI*  V. — Classification  (^Defects 


Quality  factor 

Defect 

Classification 

Minor 

M^ 

Severe  CriScai 

Blemished . . 

. Sliphtlw 

Mater^ .  . . 

X 

. 

Seriously . . . .  . . .  _  . 

Slightly....„..„.l...!L.l!Z!..! _  _  _ 

X 

MatertaNy . 

Seriously . . 

X 

Mutilated: 

(Each  unit) . 

X 

Misshapen . 

Extraneous  vegetabie  mate-  Short  stem  (each  stem) _ ; _ _ 

X 

Small  piece  (each  piece) _ _ _  X 


Fairly  good 
Character 
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§  2852.833  Tolerances  for  defects. 


Table  MX.— Pitted  and  Unpitted 


Total* 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

• 

Grad*  A 

AQL‘. _ ; _ 

6.5 

Z5 

0.65 

0.25 

QradaB 

AQL* _ 

12.5 

6.5 

2.5 

0.65 

QradaC 

AQL*.. . . . . 

25.0 

12.5 

6.5 

1.5 

'AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 
’Total  MitK>r  +  Major  +  Se^rare  +  Criticai. 


§  2852.834  Sample  size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  be  as  specified  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
subpart,  “Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification”  of  this  Part 
2852,  “Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products”  (7  CFR 
2852.1-2852.83]  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 

§  2852.835  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
sweet  cherries  is  considered  as  meeting 
the  requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2^2.830  are  met;  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  VI  of  this  subpart  are  not 
exceeded. 

(b)  On-line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2^2.830  are  met;  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  VI  of  this  Subpart  are 
not  exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  unofficial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.830  are  met;  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  VI  of  this  Subpart  are 
not  exceeded. 

§2852.836  [Reserved] 

2.  Sections  2852.1051-2852.1053  and 
§§  2852.1057-2852.1065  of  Subpart— 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Fruit  Cocktail  would  be 
amended,  and  the  Table  of  Contents 
would  be  amended  accordingly,  to  read 
as  follows^ 


Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Gr^es  of  Canned  Fruit  Cocktail 

2852.1051  Product  description. 

2852.1052  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.1053  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

*  *  «  *  * 

2852.1057  Proportion  of  fioiit  ingredients. 

2852.1058  Grades. 

2852.1059  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.1060  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.1061  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.1062  Sample  size. 

2852.1063  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements 

2852.1064  [Reserved] 

2852.1065  [Reserved] 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  For 
Grades  of  Canned  FruK  Cocktail 

§  2852.1051  Product  description. 

Canned  fruit  cocktail  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identity  for  canned  fruit  cocktail  (21 
CFR  145.135]  and  canned  artificially 
sweetened  fiiiit  cocktail  (21  CFR 
145.136)  issued  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§  2852.1052  Definitions  of  terms. 

(a)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  hundred  units  of  product 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Appearance  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  sample  unit  as  a  mass  is 
affected  by  oxidation,  pigmentation, 
staining,  or  other  causes. 

(1)  Grade  A — slightly  affected. 

(2)  Grade  B — materially  affected. 

(3)  Substandard — fails  Grade  B. 

(cj  Blemished  means  any  peach,  pear, 
or  grape  imit  which  is  affected  by  scab, 
hail  injury,  corky  or  hard  spots,  scar 
tissue,  or  discoloration  to  the  extent  that 
the  appearance  or  eating  quality  is 
affected  slightly,  materially,  or  seriously. 

(d)  Broken  cherry  means  any  portion 
of  a  cherry  that  is  definitely  less  than  an 
apparent  half,  or  a  definitely  mutilated 
unit. 

(e)  Broken  grape  means  a  grape  that  is 
split,  spread  open  or  crushed  (without 
discoloration]  such  that  the  appearance 
is  seriously  affected. 

(f)  Calyx  unit  means  any  pear  calyx  or 
the  equivalent  in  pieces  of  one  calyx. 

(g)  Capstem  means  the  small  woody 
stem  which  attaches  the  grape  to  the 
main  cluster. 

(h)  Character  refers  to  the  degree  of 
ripeness,  the  texture,  and  the  tenderness 
of  the  peach  and  pear  units  in  the  finit 
cocktail  as  follows: 

(1)  Good  character  consists  of  peach 
and  pear  units  that  are  pliable  and  may 


be  slightly  soft  or  firm.  The  pear  units 
have  at  least  a  reasonably  tender 
texture  and  may  have  a  slight  graininess 
and  the  peach  units  may  be  slightly 
fi'ayed. 

(2)  Fairly  good  character  consists  of 
peach  and  pear  units  that  are  fairly 
tender  and  may  be  substantially  firm  or 
soft  but  not  excessively  hard, 
excessively  soft,  or  mushy.  The  pear 
units  may  have  a  substantial  graininess 
and  the  peach  units  may  be  frayed. 

(3)  Poor  character  consists  of  peach 
and  pear  units  that  fail  the  requirements 
for  fairly  good  character. 

(1)  Cherries  mean  approximate  halves 
or  whole  pitted  styles  of  cherries  as 
defined  in  the  Standards  of  Identity  (21 
CFR  145.135)  for  canned  fruit  cocktail. 

(j)  Color — (1)  General.  Color  refers  to 
the  predominant  and  characteristic 
siuface  color  of  the  peach,  pear,  and 
grape  units. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classification. — (i)  Good  color  means: 

(A)  The  peach  units  are  equal  to  or 
better  than  light  orangish  yellow. 

(B)  The  pear  units  have  a  typical 
yellow-white  to  beige-white  translucent 
color  and  may  have  a  slight  pink  to  light 
tan  tint. 

(C)  The  grapes  have  a  bright,  uniform 
yellowish-green  to  greenish-yellow  color 
typical  of  well-developed  light  seedless 
grapes. 

(ii)  Faily  good  color  means: 

(A)  The  peach  units  fail  to  meet 
minimum  color  requirements  for  “good 
color”  but  are  equal  to  or  better  than 
greenish-yellow. 

(B)  The  pear  units  may  have  a  visual 
chalkiness  and  may  have  a  slight  pink  or 
brown  cast  but  not  a  definite  pink  or 
brown  color. 

(C)  The  grapes  have  a  reasonably 
bright  uniform  light  green  to  yellowish- 
green  color  typical  of  reasonably  well- 
developed  light  seedless  grapes,  and 
may  have  a  slight  dull  color  or  a  light 
brownish  cast. 

(iii)  Poor  color  means  the  peach,  pear, 
or  grape  units  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  fairly  good  color. 

(k)  Defect  means  any  nonconformance 
of  a  unit(s]  of  product  from  a  specified 
requirement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(l)  Extraneous  vegetable  material 
(EVM)  means,  but  is  not  limited  to, 
detached  or  attached  external  stems, 
pieces  of  grape  vine  material,  pieces  of 
twigs  not  more  than  51  mm  (2.0  in]  in 
length,  or  leaf  material.  (Grape  capstems 
are  not  considered  as  EVM.) 

(m)  Flabby  grape  means  the  grape 
skin  is  intact  and  not  broken,  but  the 
interior  portion  of  the  grape  is  missing  to 
the  extent  that  the  grape  has  a  deflated 
or  sunken  appearance. 
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(n)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor”  means  that  the  canned  fruit 
cocktail  is  free  from  objectionable 
flavors  and  odors  of  any  kind. 

(o)  Grapes  mean  stemmed  grapes 
which  are  prepared  from  seedless 
varietal  types  as  deflned  in  the 
Standards  of  Identity  (21  CFR  145.135) 
for  canned  fruit  cocktail. 

(p)  Interior  stem  means  an  interior 
pear  stem  or  portion  of  an  interior  stem 
of  any  length  that  is  definitely  flbrous, 
tough,  or  woody  and  affects  the  eating 
quality  of  the  unit. 

(q)  Loose  seed  means  any  pear  seed, 
or  the  equivalent  in  pieces  of  one  seed, 
not  included  in  core  material. 

(r)  Peaches  mean  peaches  prepared 
from  yellow  varieties  which  are  pitted, 
peeled,  and  diced  as  deflned  in  the 
Standards  of  Identity  (21  CFR  145.135) 
for  canned  flniit  cocktail. 

(s)  Pears  mean  pears  which  are 
peeled,  cored,  and  diced  as  deflned  in 
the  Standards  of  Identity  (21  CFR 
145.135)  for  canned  fhiit  cocktail. 

(t)  Peel  means  all  of  the  outer  layer  of 
a  peach  or  pear  that  is  normally 
removed  during  processing. 

(u)  Pineapple  means  sectors  or  dice  of 
peeled,  and  cored  pineapples  as  defined 
in  the  Standards  of  Identity  (21  CFR 
145.135)  for  canned  fruit  cocktail. 

(v)  Sample  unit  size  means  the 
amount  of  product  specifled  to  be  used 
for  inspection.  It  may  be: 

(1)  liie  entire  contents  of  a  container; 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers;  or 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(w)  Serious  processing  crack  means  a 
grape  that  is  split  to  or  beyond  its 
approximate  center,  but  is  not  mutilated 
or  discolored. 

(x)  Unit  means  one  peach  dice,  one 
pear  dice,  or  one  whole  grape,  or  the 
equivalent  thereof. 

§  2852.1053  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

(a)  Factors  of  quality.  Compliance 
with  requirements  for  factors  of  quality 
is  based  on  the  recommended  sample 
unit  size  of  300  g  (10.56  oz). 

(b)  Proportion  of  fruit  ingredients. 
Compliance  with  requirements  for 
portion  of  fliiit  ingredients  is  based  on 
the  recommended  sample  unit  size  of 
300  g  (10.56  oz). 

§  2852. 1 057  Proportion  of  fruit 
Ingredients. 

Caimed  fliiit  cocktail  shall  contain  the 
flniit  ingredients  in  the  proportions 
indicated  in  Table  V. 


Table  V 


Fruit  ingredient 

Style 

Proportion 

Not  less  than 

Not  more  than 

Diced . 

90  g  (3.17  oz)  of  drained  fruit . 

7S  g  (2.64  oz)  of  drained  fruit . 

18  g  (0.63  oz)  of  drained  fruit . 

18  g  (0.63  oz)  of  drained  fruit;  but  not  less 
than  2  sectors  or  3  dice  for  each  128  g 
(4.5  oz)  of  product 

6  g  (0.21  oz)  of  drained  fruit  but  not  less 
than  1  approximate  half  for  each  128  g 
(4.5  oz)  of  product 

150  g  (5.28  oz)  of  drained  fruit 

135  g  (4.75  oz)  of  drained  fruit 

..  Whole 

60  g  (2.1 1  oz)  of  drained  fruit 

48  g  (1.69  oz)  of  drained  fruit. 

..  Approximate  halves 

18  g  (0.63  oz)  of  drained  fruit 

or  whole. 

§2852.1058  Grades. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  fliiit  cocktail  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  fruit  cocktail: 

(i)  Has  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(ii)  Has  an  overall  appearance  that  is 
reasonably  bright  and  is  not  more  than 
slightly  affected  by  staining,  variation, 
or  dullness; 

(iii)  Has  pears  with  a  color  such 
that  the  weight  of  imits  that  have 
fairly  good  color  or  poor  color  does  not 
exceed  the  following  limits: 


Fairty  good  color 

Poor 

color 

12  grams . 

..  And . 

or 

8  grams . . 

..  And . 

.  4  grams. 

(iv)  Is  practically  free  from  loose  pear 
seeds; 

(v)  Is  practically  free  from  peach  pit 
material; 

(vi)  May  have  an  aggregate  area  of 
peel  not  exceeding  2,5  cm*  (0.38  in*  or  1 
X  0.38); 

(vii)  Has  a  liquid  medium  that  is  not 
off-color  for  any  reason; 

(viii)  Has  cherries  that  are  practically 
free  of  defects  singly  or  in  combination 
such  that  the  following  limits  are  not 
exceeded: 


Total  number  of  cherry  units 
in  sample  unit 

Uneven 
colored 
units  and/or 
blemished 
units 

Broken 

units 

1  to6 . 

1 

1 

7  to  12 . 

2 

1 

13  to  18 . ; . 

3 

2 

19  to  24 . 

4 

2 

25  to  30 . 

5 

3 

31  to  36 . 

6 

3 

(ix)  Has  pineapple  sectors  or  dice  that 
meet  the  quality  requirements  of  U.S. 
Grade  B  or  better  for  canned  pineapple; 


(x)  Has  peaches  and  pears  with  a 
character  such  that  the  following  limits 
are  not  exceeded: 


Fairty  good  character 


Poor 

character 


22  grams . . . And . . .  0  grams. 

or 

19  grams..- . And .  3  grams. 


(xi)  Has  grapes  with  no  more  than  two 
(2)  flabby  units  or  serious  processing 
cracks,  singly  or  in  combination;  and 

(xii)  Has  grapes  that  are  at  least 
reasonably  uniform  in  size. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classifled  in  Table  VI  and  specifled  in 
Tables  VII  and  VIII  of  this  subpart. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B"  is  the  quality  of 
canned  fliiit  cocktail  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  fliiit  cocktail: 

(i)  Has  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(ii)  Has  an  overall  appearance  that  is 
reasonably  bright  and  is  not  more  than 
slightly  affected  by  staining,  variation, 
or  dullness; 

(iii)  Has  pears  with  a  color  such  that 
the  weight  of  units  that  have  poor  color 
does  not  exceed  12  grams. 

(iv)  Is  reasonably  6*00  from  loose  pear 
seeds; 

(v)  Is  practically  fi-ee  ft-om  peach  pit 
material; 

(vi)  May  have  an  aggregate  area  of 
peel  not  exceeding  5.0  cm*  (0.77  in*  or  1 
X  0.77); 

(vii)  Has  a  liquid  medium  that  is  not 
off-color  for  any  reason; 

(viii)  Has  cherries  that  are  practically 
free  of  defects  singly  or  in  combination 
such  that  the  following  limits  are  not 
exceeded: 


Uneven 

Total  number  of  cherry  units  colored  Broken 
in  sample  unit  units  and/or  units 

blemished 
units 


1  to6 . 

2 

1 

7  to  12 . 

4 

2 

1310  18 . 

5 

3 

19  to  24 . 

8 

4 

25  to  30— . 

. 

_ _ _ 

10 

5 

31  to  36 _ _ 

12 

6 
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(ix)  Has  pineapple  sectors  or  dice  that 
meet  the  quality  requirements  of  U.S. 
Grade  C  or  better  for  canned  pineapple; 

(x)  Has  peaches  and  pears  which 
contain  not  more  than  a  total  of  22 
grams  of  poor  character, 

(xi)  Has  grapes  with  no  more  than 
four  (4)  flabby  units  or  serious 
processing  cracks,  singly  or  in 
combination;  and 

(xii)  Has  grapes  that  may  be  variable 
in  size. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classiHed  in  table  VI  and  specihed  in 
Tables  VII  and  VIII  of  this  Subpart. 

(c)  "Substandard"  is  the  quality  of 
canned  fhiit  cocktail  that  fails  to  meet 
the  requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  B. 

§  2852.1059  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  finiit  * 
cocktail  is  based  on  compliance  with 
requirements  for  the  following  quality 
factors; 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors.  (1) 
Flavor  and  odor; 


(2)  Appearance; 

(3)  Individual  pear  unit  color; 

(4)  Loose  seeds; 

(5)  Pit  material; 

(6)  Peel; 

(7)  Liquid  medium; 

(8)  Quality  requirements  for  cherry 
ingredients; 

(9)  Quality  requirements  for  pineapple 
ingredients; 

(10)  Character  of  peaches  and  pears; 

.  (11)  Flabby  grapes  and/or  serious 
processing  cracks;  and 

(12)  Uniformity  of  size  for  grapes. 

(b)  Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
Individual  peach  and  grape  unit  color, 

(2)  Blemished; 

(3)  Workmanship; 

(4)  Broken  units; 

(5)  Capstems;  and 

(6)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 

§  2852.1060  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  "X”  mark  in 
Table  VI  represents  “one  (1)  defect." 


Table  VI. — Classification  of  Defects 


Quality  factor 


Defect 


Classification 


Minor  Major  Severe  Critical 


Peaches  and  Pears 


Individual  unit  color  (peacfv  Fairly  good  On  grade  A — each  3  g) 
es  only). 

Poor  On  grades  A  and  B — each  3  g).. 

Blemished . Slightly  (each  3  g) . 

Materially  (each  3  g) . 

Serioualy  (each  3  g) . 


Wortunanship.. 


_ More  than  20  mm  (0.79  in)  on  one  edge  plus  the 

units  that  pass  through  the  meshes  of  a  in  (8 
mm)  sieve  '  (each  3  g).  / 

Cote  material  (each  unit) . 


Units  containing  interior  stem  (each  unit) - 

(^alyx  material  (each  unit) _ _ _ 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Each  piece . . 

rial. 

Grapes 

Individual  unit  color _ _ Fairly  good  On  Grade  A  only  each  3  g) - 

Poor  On  gra^  A  and  B  orily— each  3  g) . — 

Blemished . Slightly  (each  3  g) . . 

Materially  (each  3  g) . . 

Seriously  (each  3  g) . . 

Broken  unit . Seriously  (each  3  g)  - 

Capstems . Attached  or  detached  (each  capstem) - 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Each  piece .  . . . 

rial. 


X 

X 

X 

X 


X 


‘Sieve  to  be  used  is  a  five-sixteenths  inch  (Kc  in)  sieve  as  listed  in  Table  I  of  “Standard  Specifications  for  Sieves,”  pub¬ 
lished  March  1,  t940,  in  LC.  584  of  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 


§  2852.1061  Tolerances  for  defects. 

Table  VII.— Peaches  and  Pears 

Table  y\\\.— Grapes 

Total* 

Major  Severe 

Critical 

Total  * 

Major  Severe 

Critical 

Grade  A 

■ 

OnOek 

AQL  ■ -  ^5 

1.0  0.25 

0.1 

AQL  ‘ . . 

10.0 

4.0  0.65 

0.15 

QradeB 

QradeB 

AQL' -  4.0 

1.5  0.65 

0.15 

AQL  ' . . 

15.0 

6.5  2.5 

0.25 

■AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 

•  Total = Minor Major -t- Severe -1- Critical. 

§  2852.1062  Sample  size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  be  as  speciHed  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
subpart,  "Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  CertiHcation”  of  Part  2852, 
“Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products”  (7  CFR 
2852.1-2852.83)  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 

§  2852.1063  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
fruit  cocktail  is  considered  as  meeting 
the  requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  Tlie  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1058  are  met:  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  VII  and  VIII  are  not 
exceeded. 

(b)  On-line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1058  are  met;  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  VII  and  VIII  are  not 
exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  imoffrcial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1058  are  met;  and 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  VII  and  VIII  are  not 
exceeded. 

§  2852.1064  [Reserved] 

§  2852.1065  [Reserved] 

3.  Sections  2852.1611-2852.1614  and 
§§  2852.1619-2852.1625  of  Subpart-; 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Pears  would  be  amended,  and 
the  Table  of  Contents  would  be 
amended  accordingly,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Pears 

2852.1611  Product  description. 

2852.1612  Styles. 

2852.1613  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.1614'  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

*  *  *  *  *  , 

2852.1619  Grades. 

2852.1620  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.1621  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.1622  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.1623  Sample  size. 

2852.1624  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

2852.1625  [Reserved]. 
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Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Pears 

§  2852.161 1  Product  description. 

,  Canned  pears  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identity  for  canned  pears  (21  CFR 
145.175  and  145.176]  issued  under  the 
Federal  Food  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
For  the  purposes  of  the  standards  in  this 
Subpart,  and  unless  the  text  indicates 
otherwise,  the  term  “canned  pears” 
includes  “  canned  pears,”  “canned 
spices  pears,”  and  “canned  artifically 
sweetened  pears”  as  defined  in  the 
Standards  of  Identity. 

(a)  “Whole”  are  peeled,  cored,  or 
uncored,  whole  pears  with  or  without 
stems  removed. 

(b)  “Halves”  or  “Halved”  are  peeled, 
cored,  and  stemmed  pears  cut 
longitudinally  fi'om  stem  to  calyx  into 
approximate  halves. 

(c)  “Quarters”  or  Quartered”  are 
peeled,  cored,  and  stenuned  pears  cut 
longitudinally  from  stem  to  calyx  into 
approximate  quarters. 

(d)  “Slices”  or  “Sliced”  are  peeled, 
cored,  and  stemmed  pears  cut 
longitudinally  from  stem  to  calyx  into 
approximate  equal  wedgeshaped 
sectors. 

(e)  “Dice”  or  “Diced”  are  peeled, 
cored,  and  stemmed  pears  cut  into 
approximate  cubes. 

(f)  “Pieces  or  irregular  pieces”  are 
peeled,  cored,  and  stenuned  pears  that 
are  irregular  in  shape  or  size  or  that  do 
not  conform  to  any  of  the  foregoing 
styles. 

§  2852.1613  Definitions  of  terms. 

(a)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  hundred  imits  of  product 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Appearance  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  uniformity  of  the  sample  unit, 
as  a  mass,  is  affected  by  slight  tinting  of 
pink  or  tan  and  by  variation  in 
translucency. 

(1)  Grades  A  and  B— may  be 
materially  affected. 

(2)  Grade  C — ^may  be  seriously 
affected. 

(3)  Substandard — ^fails  Grade  C. 

(c)  Blemished  means  any  unit  which  is 
affected  by  scab,  hail  injury,  coiky  or 
hard  spots  on  the  outer  surface,  or 
discoloration  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  is  affected 


slightly,  materially,  or  seriously, 

(d)  Calyx  unit  means  any  whole  calyx 
or  the  equivalent  in  pieces  of  one  calyx. 

(e)  Character  refers  to  the  degree  of 
ripeness,  the  texture,  and  the  tenderness 
of  the  pears  as  follows; 

(1)  Good  character — (i)  Halves: 
Quarters;  Slices;  Pieces  or  irregular 
pieces.  The  units  possess  a  tender, 
fleshy  texture  typical  of  properly 
ripened  and  processed  pears.  The  units 
are  pliable  but  firm  enough  to  possess  . 
well  defined  edges. 

(ii)  Whole.  The  units  possess  a  tender, 
fleshy  texture  typical  of  properly 
ripened  and  processed  pears.  The  units 
are  pliable  but  firm  enough  to  show  no 
visible  breakdown  of  the  flesh. 

(iii)  Dice.  The  units  possess  a  tender 
texture  typical  of  properly  ripened  and 
processed  pears  and  not  more  than  10 
grams  of  the  product  may  be 
disintegrated  or  mushy. 

(2)  Reasonably  good  character — (i) 
Whole:  Holves;  Quarters;  Slices;  Pieces 
or  irregular  pieces.  The  units  possess  a 
reasonably  tender,  fleshy  texture  typical 
of  properly  ripened  and  processed 
pears.  The  units  may  possess  slight 
graininess  and  may  be  slightly  firm  or 
soft  but  not  mushy.  Tenderness  may  be 
variable  within  the  unit. 

(ii)  Dice.  The  units  possess  a 
reasonably  tender  texture  typical  of 
properly  ripened  and  processed  pears 
and  not  more  than  20  grams  of  the 
product  may  be  disintegrated  or  mushy. 

[2]  Fairly  good  character — (1)  Whole; 
Halves:  Quarters:  Slices:  Pieces  or 
irregular  pieces.  The  units  possess  a 
fairly  tender  texture  typical  of  properly 
processed  pears  which  may  be  variable. 
The  units  may  possess  substantial 
graininess  and  may  be  substantially  firm 
or  soft  but  not  mushy. 

(ii)  Dice.  The  units  possess  a  fairly 
tender  texture  typical  of  properly 
processed  pears  and  not  more  than  30 
grams  of  the  product  may  be 
disintegrated  or  mushy. 

(4)  Poor  character^All  styles.  The 
units  are  excessively  soft  or  mushy  at 
are  excessively  hard. 

(f)  Co/or— (1)  General.  The  color  of 
canned  pears,  other  than  “spiced  pears,” 
refers  to  the  color  typical  of  the  variety 
and  its  uniformity  in  each  unit.  All 
surfaces  of  the  units  are  to  be 
considered. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classification — (i)  Good  color  means 
that  the  pear  unit  has  a  typical  yellow- 
white  to  beige-white  translucent  color 
and  may  have  a  very  slight  pink  tint  to 
light  tan  tint. 


(ii)  Fairly  good  color  means  that  the 
pear  unit  may  have  a  visual  chalkiness 
and  may  have  a  slight  pink  cast  or 
brown  cast  but  not  a  definite  pink  or 
brown  color. 

(iii)  Poor  color  means  a  pear  unit  that 
fails  to  meet  the  requirements  for  fairly 
good  color. 

(g)  Core  material — (1)  Small  piece 
means  any  piece  of  loose  core  material, 
with  or  without  seeds,  that  is  less  than 
one-half  of  an  apparent  pear  core.  . 

(2)  Large  piece  means  any  piece  of 
loose  core  material,  with  or  without 
seeds,  that  is  equal  to  or  more  than  one- 
half  of  an  apparent  pear  core. 

(h)  Crushed  or  broken  in  the  styles  of 
whole,  halves,  and  quarters  means; 

(1)  A  unit  is  “crushed”  if  it  has 
definitely  lost  its  normal  shape  and  is 
crushed  not  due  to  ripeness. 

(2)  A  unit  is  “broken”  if  severed  into 
definite  parts.  Any  imit  in  halves  style 
that  is  split  fi^m  Ae  edge  to  the  core 
cavity  is  not  considered  broken. 

(i)  Defect  means  any  nonconformance 
of  a  unit(s)  of  product  from  a  specified 
requrement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(j)  Extraneous  vegetable  material 
means  any  detached  or  attached 
external  stem  that  attaches  the  pear  to 
the  twig  of  the  pear  tree,  pieces  of  twigs 
not  more  than  51  mm  (2.0  in)  in  length, 
or  leaf  material  or  portions  thereof. 

(k)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor”  means  that  the  canned  pears 
are  fi«e  from  objectionable  flavors  and 
odors  of  any  kind. 

(l)  Interior  stem  means  an  interior 
stem  or  portion  of  an  interior  stem  of 
any  len^  that  is  definitely  fibrous, 
tough,  or  woody  and  affects  the  eating 
quality  of  the  unit. 

(m)  Loose  seed  means  any  pear  seed, 
or  the  equivalent  in  pieces  of  one  seed, 
not  included  in  core  material. 

(n)  Mechanical  damage. — (1)  Partial 
slice  in  the  style  of  slices  is  a  unit  that 
has  had  a  semblance  of  a  slice  with 
respect  to  thickness  and  shape  but  is 
less  than  three-fourths  of  an  apparent 
full  slice  and  that  does  not  bear  marks 
of  crushing.  Pieces  are  reassembled  to 
equal  an  average  full  size  slice  and 
counted  as  one  unit. 

(2)  Trim  means  a  unit  in  the  styles  of 
whole,  halves,  or  quarters  that  is 
trimmed  to  the  extent  that  its  shape  is 
affected  moderately  or  seriously. 

(o)  Partially  cored  unit  means  a 
whole,  half,  quarter,  slice,  or  piece  of 
pear  with  only  part  of  the  core  material 
removed. 
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(p)  Peel  means  all  of  the  outer  layer  of 
the  pear  that  is  normally  removed 
during  processing. 

(q)  Sample  unit  size  means  the 
amount  of  product  specified  to  be  used 
for  inspection.  It  may  be: 

(1)  '^e  entire  contents  of  a  container; 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers;  or 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(r)  Slab,  in  the  style  of  slices,  means 
an  irregularly  shaped  unit  resulting  from 
the  slicing  operation  that  materially 
deviates  from  the  normal  shape  of  a 
wedge  shaped  sector. 

(s)  Uncored  unit  means  a  whole,  half, 
quarter,  slice  or  piece  of  pear  with  none 
of  the  core  material  removed. 

(t)  Unit  means  one  whole,  half, 
quarter,  slice  dice,  or  piece  of  pear  as 
applicable  for  the  style. 

§  2852.1614  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

Compliance  with  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  is  based  on  the 
following  sample  unit  sizes  for  the 
respective  style. 

(a)  Whole — 25  units. 

(b)  Halves;  Quarters — 25  units. 

(c)  Slices — 50  units  or  100  units. 

(d)  Dice — 200  grams  (7  oimces). 

(e)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 1,000 
grams  (35.3  ounces). 

§2852.1619  Grades. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pears  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  pears: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor, 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  appearance  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not  more 
than  materially  affected  by  slight  tinting 
or  variation; 

(iv)  Have  a  color  such  that  the  number 
or  weight  of  units  that  have  fairly  good 
color  or  poor  color  does  not  exceed  the 
following  limits: 


Style 

Fairty  good  color 

Poor  color 

Whole . 

. 3  quarters....and. 

Slices  (100  unde).. 

_ 0  slices. 

Slioes  (50  units).— 

Dice....! . 

Pieces  or  irregular 

100  grams..4»id. 

_ 0  grams. 

pieces. 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  loose 
seeds; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  style  as  follows: 


(A)  Whole  peeled — 10.5  cm*  (1.68  in* 
or  1  X  1.68); 

(B)  Halves — 8.0  cm*  (1.28  in*  or  1  x 
1.28); 

(C)  Quarters — 4.0  cm*  (0.64  in*  or  1  x 
.64); 

(D)  Slices — 50  coimt— 4.0  cm*  (0.64  in* 
or  1  X  .64);  100  coimt — 8.0  cm*  (1.28  in* 
or  1  X  1.28); 

(E)  Dice — 1.0  cm*  (0.16  in*  or  1  x  .16); 

(F)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 5.0  cm* 
(0.8  in*  or  1  X  .8); 

(viii)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  or  weight  of  units  that  have 
reasonably  good  or  fairly  good  character 
does  not  exceed  the  following  limits: 


Reasonably  good 

Fi*tygood 

Style  character 

character 

Whole . 3  pears . .and _ 0  pears. 

or 

2  pears . -and . 1  pear. 


or 

2  helves . jvnI . 

. 1  hall. 

or 

2  quaners....and _ 

_ 1  quarter. 

Sices  (100  units) . 

. 10  8lces....-and _ 

. 0  sices. 

or 

7  slices . arxi . 3  slices. 

Slices  (50  units) _ 5  sHces . .arxl . 0  slices. 

or 

3  slices . and . 2  slices. 

Dice . 20  grams . arxt . 0  grams. 

or 

13  grams  .....and . 7  grams. 

Pieces  or  inegular  100  grams  ...and . 0  grams. 

piocoti 

or 

66  grams . and _ 34  grams. 


(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  VIII  and  specified  in 
Tables  DC,  X,  XI.  XU,  XID,  XTV,  or  XV. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pears  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  pears: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  appearance  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not  more 
than  materially  affected  by  slight  tinting 
or  variation; 

(iv)  Have  a  color  such  that  the  number 
or  weight  of  units  that  have  fairly  good 
color  or  poor  color  does  not  exceed  the 
following  limits: 


Style 

Fairty  good 
color 

Poor 

color 

Whole . 

or 

2  pears . 

...and . 

..  1  pear. 

or 

mnti 

..  1  half 

Quarters . 

. 3  quartars...and _ _ 

..  0  quarters.. 

or 

2  quartar«....«nd . 1  quarter. 

Slices  (100  units) . 10  slices . .and . 0  slices. 

or 

7  slices . and _ 3  slices. 

Slices  (50  units) . 5  slices . 4Hid . 0  slices. 

or 

3  slices . and . 2  slices. 


Fairly  good  Poor 

Style  color  color 


Dice . 20  grama  .....and _ 0  grams. 

or 

13  grams  .....and _ 7  grama. 

Pieces  or  inegular  100  grams...and _ 0  grams. 

or 

66  giams.....and _ 34  grams. 


(v)  Are  reasonably  free  from  loose 
seeds; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  style  as  follows: 

(A)  Whole  peeled — 21.0  cm*  (3.36  in* 
or  X  3.36); 

(B)  Halves — 16.0  cm*  (2.56  in*  or  1  x 
2.56); 

(C)  Quarters — 8.0  cm*  (1.28  in*  or  1  x 
1.28); 

(D)  Slices — 50  coimt-8.0  cm*  (1.28  in* 
or  1  X  1.28);  100  coimt-16.0  cm*  (2.5ft in* 
or  1  X  2.56); 

(E)  Dice — 2.0  cm*  (0.32  in*  or  1  x  0.32); 

(F)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 10.0 
cm*  (1.6  in*  or  1  X  1.6); 

(viii)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  or  weight  of  units  that  have 
fairly  good  or  poor  character  does  ot 
exceed  the  following  limits: 


Fairly  good 

Poor 

Style 

character 

character 

Whole . 3  pears . «)d _ 0  pears. 

or 

2  pears . and.. . .  1  pear. 

Halves . 3  halves . -and _ 0  halves. 

or 

2  halves . and _ 1  hall. 

Quarters . 3  quatters....and... . . 0  quarters.. 

or 

2  quanafs....and- . 1  quarter. 

Slices  (100  unNs) . 10  slices . and - 0  sKces. 

or 

7  slices . .and _ 3  slices. 


or 

3  sKces . and - 

_ 2  sices. 

or 

13  grams . and . 

. 7  grams. 

Pieces  or  irregular 

100  grams...and . 

. 0  grams. 

pieces. 

or 

66  grams . and . 

. 34  grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  VIII  and  specified  in 
Tables  K.  X.  XI.  XII.  XIII.  XIV.  or  XV. 

(c)  “U.S.  Grade  C”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pears  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  pears: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics: 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  appearance  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not  more 
than  seriously  affected  by  slight  tinting 
and  variation; 
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(iv)  Have  a  color  such  that  the  number 
or  weight  of  units  that  have  poor  color 
does  not  exceed  the  following  limits: 


Style:  Poor  cokx 

Whole .  3  pears. 

Hatwae  3  halves. 

Ouertsra.  3  quarters. 

Slices  (100  units) .  10  slices. 

Slices  (50  units) .  5  slices. 

Dice .  20  grams. 

Pieces  or  irregular  pieces. .  100  grams. 


(v)  Are  fairly  free  from  loose  seeds; 

(vi)  Are  practically  hee  from  crushed 
and  broken  imits  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  style  as  follows: 

(A)  Whole  peeled — 42.0  cm*  (6.72  in* 
or  1  X  6.72); 

(B)  Halves — 32.0  cm*  (5.12  in*  or  1  x 
5.12); 

(C)  Quarters — 16.0  cm*  (2.56  in*  or  1  x 
2.56); 

(D)  Slices — 50  count — 16.0  cm*  (2.56 
in*  or  1  X  2.56);  100  count — 32.0  cm*  (5.12 
in*  or  1  X  5.12); 

(E)  Dice — 4.0  cm*  (0.64  in*  or  1  x  .64); 

(F)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 20.0 
cm*  (3.2  in*  or  1  x  3.2); 

(viii)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  or  weight  of  units  that  have  poor 
character  does  not  exceed  the  following 
limits: 

Poor 
character 
3  pears. 

...  3  halves. 

...  3  quarters. 
...  10  slices. 

...  5  slices. 

...  20  grams. 

...  100  grams. 


Style: 

Whole . 

Quartan. .  . 

Slices  (100  units) . 

Slices  (50  units) . 

Dice 

Pieces  or  irregular  pieces. 


(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  VIII  and  specified  in 
Tables  IX.  X.  XI,  XII,  XIII,  XIV.  or  XV. 

(d)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  pears  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  C. 


§  2852. 1 620  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  pears  is 
based  on  compliance  with  requirements 
for  the  following  quality  factors: 

(а)  Prerequisite  quality  factors.  (1) 
Varietal  characteristics; 

(2)  Flavor  and  odor, 

(3)  Appearance; 

(4)  Individual  unit  color; 

(5)  Loose  seeds; 

(б)  Crushed  or  broken  units; 

(7)  Peel; 

(8)  Character. 

Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
Workmanship; 

(2)  Blemished; 

(3)  Uniformity  of  size; 

(4)  Mechanical  damage; 

(5)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 


§  2852.1621  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  “X”  mark  in 
Table  VIII  represents  “one  (1)  defect.” 


Table  VIII. — Classification  of  Defects 


Quality  factor 


Delect 


(Classification 


Minor  Major  Severe  Critical 


Whole,  Uncxmed 


BlemWiad . . Slightly . 

Materially . 

Seriously . 

Uniformity  of  size . Excessive  variation  (each  umt) . 

Mechanical  damage . Moderate  trim  (grades  A  and  B  only). 


Extraneous  '  vegetable  ma-  Each  piece, 
terial. 


X 


X‘ 

X 


Halves,  Quarters,  and  Whole  Cored 


Blemished . Slightly 

Materially 

Seriously, 

Uniformity  of  size . Excessrve  va.  nation  (each  unrt) . 

Mechanical  damage . Moderate  fnm  (gr  ides  A  arxl  B  only) . — 

Workmanship . Uncored  units  (’■vith  or  without  seeds) . 

Partially  cored  u.nite  (with  or  without  seeds). 


Lxiose  core  maiirial  (with  or  without 
seeds): 

Each  small  piece . 

Each  large  piece . 

Interior  stem . 

Calyx  material  (each  unit) . 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Each  piece . . 

rial. 


X 


X 

X 

X 

X 


X 

X 


X 


X 

X 


Slices 

Blemished. . Slightly . . . . . . . .  X  . . . 

Materially . .  X  _ _ 

Seriously . . . . .  X 

Mechanical  damage . Partial  Slice .  .  X  . . . . 

Workmanship . Uncored  units  (with  or  without  seeds) .  X 

Partially  cored  units  (with  or  without  seeds) .  X  _ 

Loose  core  material  (with  or  without 


seeds): 

Each  small  piece . 

Each  large  piece - 

Interior  stem . . . 

Slabs . 

Calyx  material  (each  unit) 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Each  piece . 

rial. 


X 

X 


Dice 


Blemished . Materially  (each  8  g) . 

Seriously  (each  8  g) . . . . 

Workmanship . Units  more  than  20  mm  (0.79  in)  on  one  edge  plus  X 

the  units  that  pass  through  the  meshes  of  a  in 
(8mm)  sieve  ’  (each  8  g). 

Loose  core  material  (any  size — each  unit) . 


Units  containing  interior  stem  (each  unit)_ . 

Uncored  units  (each  unit) . 

Calyx  material  (each  unit)  . . 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Ea<^  piece . 

rial. 


X 

X 

X 


X 

X 


Pieces  or  Irregular  Pieces 

Blemished . Slightly  (each  40  g) . .  X 

Materially  (each  40  g) . 

Seriously  (each  40  g) . . . . 

Workmanship . Uncored  units— with  or  without  seeds  (each  unit) . . 

Partially  cored  units— with  or  without  seeds  (each  X 
unit). 

Loose  core  material  (with  or  without 
seerls): 

Eewh  small  piece .  X 

Each  large  piece . . . . . . 

Interior  stem  (each  unlQ . . . 

Calyx  material  (each  unit) . 

Extraneous  vegetable  mate-  Each  piece . . . . . . 

rial. 


X 

X 


X 

X 


‘Stems  are  not  counted  as  EVM  in  the  style  of  Whole,  Uhcored  with  stems. 

’Sieve  to  be  used  is  a  five-sixteenths  inch  (¥««  in)  sieve  as  listed  in  Table  I  of  “Standard  Specifications  for  Sieves,”  pub¬ 
lished  March  1, 1940,  in  LC.  584  of  the  National  Bureau  of  Standards,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
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§  2852.1622  Tolerances  for  defects.  Table  XIII.— Sliced 

Table  IX-— Sfenous  Trmi:  Whole,  Halves,  Quarters  - — — — — — - 

Total  *  Major  Severe  Critical 


Grade  A  Grade  B  Grade  C  -  Qrade  A 


AQL  *. . 

. . .  0.40  0.85  8.5 

AQL  •.... 

— 

12.5 

5.0 

Z5 

0.15 

Tabla  X.— Loose  Seeds 

AOL 

25.0 

QradeB 

12.5 

5.0 

0.25 

Grade  A  Grade  B  Grade  C 

QradeC 

Whole,  Halves,  Quartera 

AQL*. .  8.5  20.0  33.0 

^  SHces 

AQL ». .  2.5  5.0  8.5 

Dice 

AQL*. .  1.0  1.5  2.5 

Plecea  or  Irregular  Plecoa 

AQL«. .  2.5  8.5  15.0 


'  AQL  expressed  as  percent  defective. 

*  AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 

Table  X\.— Whole,  Uncored 


Total  • 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

QradeA 

AQL« _ 

10.0 

ZS 

1.0 

0.40 

GradeB' 

AQL  • _ 

20.0 

6.5 

2.5 

0.65 

QradeC 

AQL ' _ 

25.0 

12.5 

6.5 

1.0 

Table  X\\.— Whole  Cored;  Halves;  Quarters 


Total* 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

QradeA 

aqL  * _ 

_  15.0 

6.5 

2.5 

0.65 

• 

QradeB 

AQL  • _ 

_  25.0 

12.5 

5.0 

1.0 

QradeC 

AQL  ■ . 

_  40.0 

20.0 

8.5 

2.5 

AQL  • _ 

40.0 

20.0 

12.5 

0.65 

Table  XIV. 

—Dice 

Total  • 

Major. 

Severe 

Critical 

A 

Qrade  A 

AQL  * _ 

_  12.5 

6.5 

Z5 

0.40 

QradeB 

AQL  ■ _ 

_  20.0 

12.5 

6.5 

0.85 

QradeC 

AQL  • . 

_  25.0 

15.0 

12.5 

1.0 

Table  XM.— Pieces  or  Irregular  Pieces 


Totttf  ’ 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

QradeA 

AQL‘ _ 

10.0 

6.5 

ZS 

0.65 

QradeB 

AQL  ‘ _ 

25.0 

10.0 

6.5 

1.0 

QradeC 

AQL  * - 

40.0 

25.0 

10.0 

ZS 

*  AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 

•Total  >  Minor  +  Major  +  Severe  +  Critical. 

§  2852.1623  Sample  size. 

General.  The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
these  standards  shall  be  as  speciHed  in 
the  sampling  plans  and  procedures  in 
the  subpart,  "Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  CertiHcation"  of  this  Part 
2852,  “Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products”  (7  CFR 
2852.1-2852.83]  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 
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§  2852.1624  Compliance  with  quality 
requlrementa. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
pears  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1619  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  IX  through  XV,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

(b)  On-line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if:  . 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1619  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  IX  through  XV,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  unofficial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.1619  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  IX  through  XV,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

§2852.1625  [ResOTved] 

4.  Sections  2852.2641-2852.2644  and 
§§  2852.2649-2852.2657  of  Subpart— 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Canned  Apricots  would  be  amended, 
and  the  Table  of  Contents  would  be 
amended  accordingly,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Apricots 

Sec. 

2852.2641  Product  description. 

2852.2642  Styles. 

2852.2643  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.2644  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

***** 

2852.2649  Grades. 

2852.2650  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.2651  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.2652  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.2653  Sample  size. 

2852.2654  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

2852.2655  [Reserved] 

2852.2656  [Reserved] 

2852.2657  [Reserved] 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Apricots 

§  2852.2641  Product  description. 

Canned  apricots  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identity  for  canned  apricots  (21  CFR 
145.115  and  145.116)  issued  under  the 


Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 
For  the  purposes  of  the  standards  in  this 
Subpart,  and  unless  the  text  indicates 
otherwise,  the  term  “canned  apricots” 
includes  “canned  spiced  apricots”  and 
“artificially  sweetened  canned  apricots” 
as  defined  in  the  Standards  of  Identity. 
§2852.2642  Styles. 

(a)  “Whole”  are  impitted  whole 
apricots  with  stems  removed. 

(b)  “Halved”  or  “Halves”  are  pitted 
apricots  cut  approximately  in  half  along 
the  suture  fi'om  stem  to  apex. 

(c)  “Quartered”  or  “Quarters”  are 
halved  apricots  cut  into  two 
approximately  equal  parts. 

(d)  “Sliced”  or  "Slices”  are  apricots 
cut  into  thin  sectors  or  strips. 

(e)  “Pieces  or  irregular  pieces”  are  cut 
apricot  units  that  are  predominantly 
irregular  in  size  and  shape  which  do  not 
conform  to  a  single  style,  or  which  are  a 
mixtiire  of  two  or  more  of  such  styles. 

(f)  When  apricots  are  “peeled”  or 
“unpeeled,”  ffie  name  of  the  style  is 
preceded  or  followed  by  the  applicable 
word  “peeled”  or  “unpeeled.” 

§  2852.2643  Definitions  of  terms. 

•  [bl)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  hundred  units  of  product 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Blemished  means  any  unit  which 
is  affected  by  scab,  hail  injury,  or 
discoloration  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  is  affected 
slightly,  materially,  or  seriously. 

(c)  Brightness  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  appearance  of  the  sample 
unit  as  a  mass  is  dulled  by  oxidation  or 
other  causes. 

(1)  Grades  A  and  B — not  affected. 

(2)  Grade  C — ^materially  affected. 

(3)  Substandard — ^fails  Grade  C. 

(d)  Character  refers  to  the  texture  and 
tenderness  of  the  apricots  as  follows; 

(1)  Good  character  means  the  units 
have  at  least  a  reasonably  uniform, 
tender,  and  fleshy  texture  typical  of 
properly  ripened  and  processed  apricots 
and  may  be  soft  to  slightly  firm  but  not 
mushy.  The  units  are  not  more  than 
slightly  ragged. 

(2)  Fairly  good  character  means  the 
units  have  a  texture  typical  of  properly 
processed  apricots;  the  units  may  be 
fairly  fleshy  and  fairly  tender  and  may 
lack  uniformity  of  tenderness.  The  units 
may  be  very  soft  and  ragged  with  frayed 
edges  or  may  be  very  firm. 

(3)  Poor  character  means  the  units  are 
excessively  soft  or  mushy,  or  are 
excessively  firm  and  may  be  lacking  in 
fleshiness  and  tenderness. 

(e)  Color — (1)  General.  The  color  of 


canned  apricots  other  than  canned 
“spiced”  apricots  refers  to  the 
predominant  and  characteristic  color  on 
the  surface  of  whole  units  and  the  outer 
uncut  surfaces  of  other  units.  In  canned 
spiced  apricots  the  color  shall  be 
normal. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classification — (i)  Good  color  means  the 
units  have  a  typical  apricot  yellow  to 
orange  color  characteristic  of  well- 
matured  apricots.  The  units  may  have 
insignificant  pale  yellow  areas  but  are 
fi'ee  fi’om  any  off-color. 

(ii)  Reasonably  good  color  means  the 
units  have  a  typical  color  characteristic 
of  reasonably  well-matured  apricots, 
and  are  not  more  than  materially 
affected  by  pale  yellow  or  light  greenish 
yellow  areas. 

(iii)  Fairly  good  color  meems  that  the 
units  have  a  typical  color  characteristic 
of  fairly  well-matured  apricots  and  may 
be  pale  yellow  and  have  a  brownish 
cast  due  to  oxidation  or  other  causes. 
The  units  may  be  not  more  than 
seriously  affected  by  greenish-yellow  or 
light  green  areas. 

(iv)  Poor  color  means  the  units  fail  to 
meet  the  requirements  for  fairly  good 
color. 

(f)  Crushed  or  broken  in  the  style  of 
whole,  halves,  and  quarters  means: 

(1)  A  unit  is  “crushed”  if  it  has 
definitely  lost  its  normal  shape  and  is 
crushed  not  due  to  ripeness; 

(2)  A  unit  is  “broken”  if  severed  into 
definite  parts.  Any  imit  in  halves  style 
that  is  split  or  mashed  fi’om  the  edge  to 
the  pit  cavity  is  not  considered  broken. 
Any  unit  of  whole,  peeled  apricots  that 
is  mashed  or  very  soft  due  to  ripeness  to 
the  extent  that  the  pit  cavity  is  exposed 
or  the  pit  is  missing  is  not  considered  as 
being  crushed  or  broken.  Two  or  more 
portions  of  broken  units  are 
reassembled  to  approximate  one  full 
size  unit  and  counted  as  one  unit. 

(g)  Defect  means  any  nonconformance 
of  a  unit(s)  of  product  fi’om  a  specified, 
requirement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(h)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. — 
(1)  Small  pieces  mean  long  stems,  pieces 
of  twigs  not  more  than  51  mm  (2.0  in)  in 
length,  or  leaf  material  or  portions 
thereof. 

(2)  Short  stem  means  the  woody  stem 
which  attaches  the  apricot  to  the  twig  of 
the  tree  and  is  3  mm  (0.12  in)  to  10  mm 
(0.39  in)  in  length.  Dark  brown  stems 
less  than  3  mm  (0.12  in)  in  length  are 
also  considered  as  short  stems. 

(i)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor”  means  that  the  canned 
apricots  are  fi’ee  fi’om  objectionable 
flavors  and  odors  of  any  kind. 

(j)  Mechanical  damage. — (1)  Detached 
piece  in  the  styles  of  halves  and 
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quarters  is  a  piece  which  has  the 
appearance  of  a  slice  resulting  from  an 
off-suhire  cut  or  other  iminoper  cutting. 

(2)  Off-suture  cut  in  the  styles  of 
halves  and  quarters  is  a  unit  which  has 
been  cut  at  a  distance  from  the  suture 
greater  than  7  mm  (0.28  in)  at  the  widest 
measurement  and  the  appearance  is 
affected: 

(i)  Not  more  than  slightly; 

(ii)  Materially;  or 

(iii)  Seriously. 

(3)  Partially  detached  piece  in  the 
styles  of  halves  and  quarters  is  a  piece 
which  has  the  appearance  of  a  slice 
resulting  from  an  off-suture  cut  or  other 
improper  cutting.  The  defect  is  attached 
to  the  half  or  quarter  from  which  cut,  but 
must  be  detached  more  than  one-third  of 
the  length  of  the  half  or  quarter  along 
the  suture  approximately  paralled  with 
the  suture. 

(k)  Peel  means  all  of  the  outer  layer  of 
the  apricot  that  may  or  may  not  be 
removed  during  processing. 

(l)  Sample  unit  size  means  the  amount 
of  product  speciffed  to  be  used  for 
inspection.  It  may  be: 

(1)  The  entire  contents  of  a  container, 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers;  or 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product 

(m)  Unit  means  one  whole,  half, 

quarter,  slice,  or  piece  of  apricot  as 
applicable  for  the  style. 

S  2852.2644  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

Compliance  with  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  is  based  on  the 
following  sample  imit  sizes  for  the 
respective  style. 

(a)  Whole — 25  units. 

(b)  Halves — 50  units. 

(c)  Quarters — 50  units. 

(d)  Slices — 100  units. 

(e)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 1,000 
grams  (35.3  ounces). 

§2852.2649  Grades. 

(a)  "£/.5.  Grade  A  ”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apricots  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  apricots; 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  imit  as  a  mass  that  is  not 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material  except  for  whole  style; 

(v)  Are  practically  free  from  loose  pits 
for  whole  style; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 


(vii)  Are  practically  free  frnm 
extraneous  vegetable  material; 

(viii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  peeled  styles  as 
follows; 

(A)  Whole;  halves;  and  pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 3.0  cm*  (0.5  in*  or  1  x 
0.5); 

(B)  Quarters — 1.5  cm*  (0.25  in*  or  1  x 
0.25); 

(C)  Slices — ^1.5  cm*  (0.25  in*  or  1  x 
0.25); 

(ix)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 
number  or  weight  of  units  that  have 
fairly  good  character  does  not  exceed 
the  following; 

(A)  Whole — 1  unit; 

(B)  Halves — 3  units; 

(C)  Quarters — 3  units; 

(D)  Slices — 5  units; 

(E)  Pieces  or  irregiilar  pieces — 50 
grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  FV  and  specified  in 
Tables  V.  VI,  or  Vn. 

(b)  “US-  Grade  B“  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apricots  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  apricots: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not 
affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material  except  for  whole  style; 

(v)  Are  reasonably  free  from  loose 
pits  for  whole  style; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Are  reasonably  free  from 
extraneous  vegetable  material; 

(viii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  peeled  styles  as 
follows: 

(A)  Whole;  halves;  and  pieces  or 
irregular  pieces — 6.0  cm*  (1.0  in*  or 
1x1.0); 

(B)  Quarters — 3.0  cm*  (0.5  in*  or 
1x0.5); 

(C)  Slices — 3.0  cm*  (0.5  in*  or  1  xO.5); 

(ix)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 

number  or  weight  of  units  that  have 
fairly  good  character  does  not  exceed 
the  following: 

(A)  Whole — 3  units; 

(B)  Halves — 5  units; 

(C)  Quarters — 5  units; 

(D)  Slices — 10  imits; 

(E)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — ^100 
grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Tables  V,  VI,  or  vn. 

(c)  “US,  Grade  C"is  the  quality  of 
canned  apricots  that: 


(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  apricots: 

(1)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics: 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odon 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  is  not  more 
than  materially  affected  by  dullness; 

(iv)  Are  practically  free  from  pit 
material  except  in  whole  style; 

(v)  Are  reasonably  free  from  loose 
pits  in  whole  style; 

(vi)  Are  practically  free  from  crushed 
and  broken  units  in  the  styles  of  whole, 
halves,  and  quarters; 

(vii)  Are  fairly  free  from  extraneous 
vegetable  material: 

(viii)  Do  not  exceed  the  aggregate  area 
of  peel  specified  for  the  peeled  styles  as 
follows: 

(A)  Whole;  halves;  and  pieces  or 
irregiilar  pieces — 9.0  cm*  (1.5  in*  or 
1x1.5); 

(B)  Quarters— 4.5  cm*  (0.75  in*  or 
1x0.75); 

(C)  Slices — 4.5  cm*  (0.75  in*  or  1x0.75); 

(ix)  Have  a  character  such  that  the 

number  or  weight  of  units  that  have  poor 
character  does  not  exceed  the  following: 

(A)  Whole — 3  units; 

(B)  Halves — 5  imits; 

(C)  Quarters — 5  units; 

(D)  Slices — ^10  units; 

(E)  Pieces  or  irregular  pieces — 100 
grams. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Tables  V,  VI,  or  VH. 

(d)  “Substandard"  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apricots  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  C. 

§  2852.2650  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  apricots 
is  based  on  compliance  with 
requirements  for  the  following  quality 
factors: 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors. 

(1)  Varietal  characteristics; 

(2)  Flavor  and  odor; 

(3)  Brightness; 

(4)  Pit  material  (all  styles  except 
whole); 

(5)  Loose  pits  (whole  style  only): 

(6)  Crushed  or  broken  imits; 

(7)  Extraneous  vegetable  material; 

(8)  Peel; 

(9)  Character. 

(b)  Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
In^vidual  unit  color; 

(2)  Uniformity  of  size: 

(3)  Blemished: 

(4)  Mechanical  damage. 

§  2852.2651  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  "X”  mark  in 
Table  FV  represents  “one  (1)  defect.” 
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TaMt  VI .—Classification  of  Defects 


Quality  factor 


Dafact 


Oasatfication 


Minor  Major  Savare  Critical 


WH01£ 

tndMduM  unit  color - Reasonably  good  color  (grade  A  only) 

Fairly  good  color  (grades  A  and  B  only). 

Poor  (grades  A,  B.  and  Q - - - 

UnKonnlty  of  size - Excesswa  variation - 

Blemished. - Slighlly . . . 

Materielly - - - 

Serioosly... - - 


X 


X 

X 


Halves,  (3UARTERS 


Indhridual  unit  color - Reasonably  good  color  (grade  A  only)™ 

Fairly  good  color  (grades  A  and  B  only). 

Poor  (grades  A,  B,  and  - 

Uniformity  of  size . . Excessivo  variation - 

Blemished. _ Slightly - - 

Materially - - - 

Mechanical  damage -  Olf-autun: 

Slightly . . 

Materi^ . „.... . — 

Sehously . . 

Partially  detached  piece™. - - 

Detached  piece - - - 


X 


X 

X 


X 


’  Slices 

Indn/idual  unit  color _ Reasonably  good  color  (grade  A  only) -  X  - 

Fairly  good  color  (grades  A  and  B  only) - - -  X 

Poor  (grades  A,  B,  and  Q - - - - - - - — . —  X 

BlemMshed _ Slightly - - - -  X 

Seriously . — . . ... - - 


PiECES  OR  Irregular  Pieces 

Individual  unit  color _ Reasonably  good  color  (grade  A  only— each  40  g)  ™™  X  - - - - 

Fairly  good  color  (grades  A  and  B— each  40  g) ™™ — -  X 

Poor  (grades  A,  B,  and  C— each  40  g) - - - - -  X 

Bleminished. . . . .  Slightiy  (each  40  g) . .  X  - - 

Materially  (each  40  g) . .  X  - - — 

Serioosly  (each  40  g) - - - - — - - — - .........  X 


§  2852.2652  Tolerances  for  defects. 

Table  M.—Wwle,  Faeces,  or  irregular  Pieces 


Total  * 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

QradaA 

AQL* _ 

_  15.0 

6.5 

2.5 

0.65 

Grada  B 

AQL* _ 

_  25.0 

12.5 

10.0 

ZS 

GradaC 

AQL*. - 

_  50.0 

25.0 

15.0 

10.0 

Table  MX.— Halves,  Quarters 


Total  * 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

GradeA 

AQL* _ 

_  12.5 

6.5 

ZS 

0.40 

Grades 

AQL* _ 

_  25.0 

12.5 

6.5 

1.5 

GradeC 

AQL*. _ 

_  60.0 

25.0 

1Z5 

6a 

Table  VII.— 


Total* 

Major  Severe 

Critical 

GradeA 

AQL* _ 

8.5 

4.0  2.5 

0.40 

GradeB 

AQL* — 

_ _ _  20.0 

6.5  6.5 

1.5 

GradeC 

AQL* _ 

_  25.0 

12.5  6.5 

6.5 

*  Total  Minor + Major + Severe + Critical. 

*AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 


§  2852.2653  Sample  size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  be  as  specified  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
subpart,  “Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification"  of  this  Part 
2852,  “Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products”  (7  CFR 
2852.1-2852.83]  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 


§2852.2654  Compiianca  with  quality 
raquiramants. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
apricots  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2^2.2649  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 

*  (AQL)  in  Tables  V,  VL  and  VH,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

fb)  On-line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.2649  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  V.  VI,  and  VH,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 

*  exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  unofficial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.2649  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Tables  V,  VI,  and  VII,  as 
applicable  for  the  style,  are  not 
exceeded. 

§2852.2655  [Reserved] 

§2852.2656  [Reserved] 

§  2852.2657  [Reserved] 

5.  Sections  2852.4021-2852.4023  and 
§§  2852.4026-2852.4034  of  Subpart— 
United  States  Standards  for  Grades  of 
Caimed  Grapes  would  be  amended,  and 
the  Table  of  Contents  would  be 
amended  accordingly,  to  read  as 
follows: 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Grapes 

Sec. 

2852.4021  Product  description. 

2852.022  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.4023  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

2852.4028  Grades. 

2852.4029  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.4030  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.4031  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.4032  Sample  size. 

2852.4033  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

2852.4034  [Reserved] 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Grapes 

§  2852.4021  Product  description. 

Canned  grapes  is  the  product 
represented  as  defined  in  the  Standards 
of  Identity  for  canned  grapes  (21  CFR 
145.140)  issued  under  ^e  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  For  the 
purposes  of  the  standards  in  this 
subpart,  canned  grapes  are  prepared 
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from  the  light  seedless  varietal  type  and 
are  stemmed. 

S  2852.4022  Definition  of  terms. 

(a)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  hundred  units  of  product 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Blemished  means  any  unit  which 
is  affected  by  scab,  sqar  tissue,  or 
discoloration  on  or  in  the  grape  unit  to 
the  extent  that  the  appearance  or  eating 
quality  is  affected  slightly,  materially,  or 
seriously. 

(c)  Brightness  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  appearance  of  the  sample 
unit  as  a  mass  is  dulled  by  oxidation  or 
other  causes. 

(1)  Grade  A — may  be  slightly  affected. 

(2)  Grade  B — ^may  be  materially 
affected. 

(3)  Substandard — ^fails  Grade  B. 

(d)  Broken  means  any  unit  that  is 
split,  spread  open,  or  crushed  (without 
discoloration)  such  that  the  appearance 
or  eating  quality  is  seriously  affected. 

(e)  Capstem  means  the  small  woody 
stem  which  attaches  the  grape  to  the 
main  cluster. 

(f)  Color. — (1)  General.  The  color  of 
canned  grapes  other  than  spiced  or 
artificially  colored  grapes  refers  to  the 
predominant  and  characteristic  color  of 
the  outer  surface  of  the  individual  units. 
The  color  of  canned  spiced  or  artificially 
colored  grapes  shall  be  typical  of  the 
respective  type  of  pack. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classification. — (i)  Good  color  means 
the  grapes  have  a  bright,  uniform, 
yellowish-green  to  greenish-yellow  color 
typical  of  well-developed  li^t  seedless 
grapes. 

(ii)  Fairly  good  color  means  the  grapes 
have  a  fairly  bright  uniform  light  green 
to  yellowish-green  color  typical  of  fairly 
well-developed  light  seedless  grapes, 
and  may  have  a  slightly  dull  color  or  a 
light  brownish  cast. 

(iii)  Poor  color  means  the  grapes  fail 
to  meet  the  requirements  for  fairly  good 
color. 

(g)  Defect  means  any  nonconformance 
of  a  unit(s)  of  product  from  a  specified 
requirement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(h)  Extraneous  vegetable  material 
(EVMJ  means  any  vegetable  substance 
(other  than  capstems)  common  to  the 
grape  vine  that  is  harmless. 


(i)  Flabby  means  the  grape  skin  is 
intact  and  not  broken,  but  the  interior 
portion  of  the  grape  is  missing  to  the 
extent  that  the  grape  has  a  deflated  or 
sunken  appearance. 

(j)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor”  means  that  the  caimed  grapes 
are  free  ffom  objectionable  flavors  and 
odors  of  any  kind. 

(k)  Sample  unit  size  means  the 
amount  of  product  specified  to  be  used 
for  inspection.  It  may  be: 

(l)  liie  entire  contents  of  a  container; 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 

(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  more  containers;  or 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(l)  Serious  processing  crack  means  a 
grape  that  is  split  to  or  beyond  its 
approximate  center  but  is  not  mutilated 
or  discolored. 

(m)  Unit  means  one  whole  grape  or 
portions  which  in  the  aggregate 
approximate  the  average  size  of  a  grape. 

8  2852.4023  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

Compliance  with  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  is  based  on  the 
recommended  sample  unit  size  of  100 
units. 

§2852.4028  Grades. 

(a)  “U.S.  Grade  A”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  grapes  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  grapes: 

(i)  Have  similar  varietal 
characteristics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  may  be 
slightly  affected  by  dullness  due  to 
improper  processing; 

(iv)  Are  at  least  fairly  uniform  in  size; 

(v)  Have  no  more  than  six  (6)  flabby 


units  or  serious  processing  cracks,  singly 
or  in  combination. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Table  V. 

(b)  “U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  grapes  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  grapes: 

(1)  Have  similar  varietal  charactistics; 

(ii)  Have  a  normal  flavor  auid  odor, 

(iii)  Have  an  overall  brightness  of  the 
sample  unit  as  a  mass  that  may  be 
materially  affected  by  dullness  due  to 
improper  processing; 

(iv)  May  be  variable  in  size; 

(v)  Have  no  more  than  14  flabby  luiits 
or  serious  processing  cracks,  singly  or  in 
combination. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Table  V. 

(c)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  grapes  that  fails  to  meet  ^e 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  B. 

8  2852.4029  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  grapes  is 
based  on  compliance  with  requirements 
for  the  following  quality  factors: 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors.  (1) 
Varietal  characteristics; 

(2)  Flavor  and  odor; 

(3)  Brightness; 

(4)  Uniformity  of  size; 

(5)  Flabby  units  and  serious 
processing  cracks. 

(b)  Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
In^vidual  unit  color; 

(2)  Blemished; 

(3)  Broken  units; 

(4)  Capstems; 

(5)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 

8  2852.4030  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  “X”  mark  in 
Table  IV  represents  “one  (1)  defect.” 


Table  ^.—Ctsssification  of  Defects 


QuaWy  factor 

Oafeci 

Classification 

Mnor 

Uafpt 

Seven 

CrMicai 

X 

X 

rajgMIy 

X 

X 

X 

Capstems..  . 

X 

X 

X 

rial. 
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§  2852.4031  Tolerances  for  defects. 
Table  V 


Total* 

Major  Severe 

Critical 

QradeA 

AQL* - 

12.5 

4.0  1.5 

0.15 

GrdeB 

AQL* _ 

20.0 

10.0  5.0 

1.5 

'  Total  •  Minor + Major + Severe + Critical. 

'AQL  expressed  as  defects  per  hundred  units. 


§  2852.4032  Sample  size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 
standards  shall  be  as  specified  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
subpart  “Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification**  of  this  Part 
2852,  “Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables. 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products**  (7  CFR 
2852.12852.83)  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 

§  2852.4033  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
grapes  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: ' 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.4028  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  V  are  not  exceeded. 

(b)  On-line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.4028  are  met; 

(2)  The  acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  II  are  not  exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit.  Each  unofficial 
sample  imit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.4028  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  V  are  not  exceeded. 

§2852.4034  [Reserved] 

6.  A  new  Subpart — ^United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned  Fruit 
Mix,  §§  2852.6491  through  2852.6503. 
would  be  added,  and  the  Table  of 
Contents  would  be  amended 
accordingly,  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart— United  States  Standardo  for 
Grades  of  Canned  FruK  Mix 

Sec. 

2852.6491  Product  description. 

2852.6492  Definitions  of  terms. 

2852.6493  Recommended  sample  unit  size. 

2852.6494  [Reserved] 

2852.6495  [Reserved] 

2852.6496  [Reserved] 

2852.6497  Proportion  of  fruit  ingredients. 

2852.6498  Grades. 


Sea 

2852.6499  Factors  of  quality. 

2852.6500  Classification  of  defects. 

2852.6501  Tolerances  for  defects. 

2852.6502  Sample  size. 

2852.6503  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

Subpart— United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Canned  Fruit  Mix 

§  2852.6491  Product  description. 

Canned  fruit  mix  is  the  product 
commonly  prepared  from,  but  is  not 

limited  to,  two  or  more  of  the  following 
frnit  ingredients:  Peaches,  pears,  and 
grapes.  It  does  not  meet  the 
requirements  of  any  other  standardized 
product,  such  as,  but  not  limited  to, 
canned  fhiit  cocktail  or  canned  frnits  for 
salad.  The  mixture  may  be  packed  with 
any  safe  and  suitable  ingredients 
permissible  imde  the  Federal  Food, 

Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§  2852.6492  Definitions  of  terms. 

(a)  Acceptable  Quality  Level  (AQL) 
means  the  maximum  percent  of 
defective  units  or  the  maximum  number 
of  defects  per  hundred  units  of  product 
that,  for  the  piupose  of  acceptance 
sampling,  can  be  considered  satisfactory 
as  a  process  average. 

(b)  Appearance  means  the  extent  that 
the  overall  samply  unit  as  a  mass  is 
affected  by  oxidation,  pigmentation, 
staining,  or  other  causes. 

(1)  Grade  A — slightly  affected; 

(2)  Grade  B — materially  affected; 

(3)  Substandard — fails  Grade  B. 

(c)  Blemished  means  any  fruit  imit 
which  is  affected  by  scab,  hail,  injury, 
corky  or  hard  spots,  scar  tissue,  or 
discoloration  to  the  extent  that  the 
appearance  or  eating  quality  is  affected 
slightly,  materially,  or  seriously. 

(d)  Broken  unit  means  a  fruit  unit  that* 
is  split,  spread  open,  crushed,  or 
mutilated  (without  discoloration)  such 
that  the  appearance  is  seriously 
affected. 

(e)  Calyx  unit  means  a  fruit  calyx  that 
is  whole  or  an  aggregate  of  calyx  pieces 
that  would  collectively  equal  one  whole 
calyx. 

(f)  Capstem  means  the  small  woody 
stem  that  attaches  the  grape  or  berry  to 
the  main  cluster. 

(g)  Character. — (1)  General.  Character 
refers  to  the  degree  of  ripeness,  the 
texture,  and  the  tenderness  of  the  fruit 
units. 

(2)  Individual  unit  character 
classification. — (i)  Good  character 
means  that  the  f^t  units  meet  the 
definition  of  good  character  for  the 
individual  ingredients  except  pears, 
which  may  have  reasonably  good 
character. 

(ii)  Fairly  good  character  means  that 
the  frnit  units  at  least  meet  the 


definition  of  fairly  good  character  for  the 
individual  innedients. 

(iii)  Poor  character  means  that  the 
jfruit  imits  fail  the  requirements  for  fairly 
good  character. 

(h)  Color. — (1)  General.  Cplor  refers  to 
the  predominant  and  characteristic  color 
of  the  fruit  units. 

(2)  Individual  unit  color 
classification. — (i)  Good  color  means 
that  the  frnit  units  meet  the  definition  of 
good  color  for  the  individual  ingredients. 

(ii)  Fairly  good  color  means  that  the 
frnit  units  at  least  meet  the  definition  of 
fairly  good  color  for  the  individual 
ingredients. 

(iii)  Poor  color  means  that  the  fruit 
units  fail  the  requirements  for  fairly 
good  color. 

(i)  Defect  means  any  nonconformance 
for  a  unit(s)  of  product  from  a  specified 
requirement  of  a  single  quality 
characteristic. 

(j)  Extraneous  vegetable  material 
means,  but  is  not  limited  to,  pieces  of 
vine,  detached  or  attached  external 
stems  (grape  capstems  are  not 
considered  as  extraneous  vegetable 
material),  pieces  of  twig  not  more  than 
51  mm  (2.0  in)  in  length,  or  leaf  material. 

(k)  Flabby  grape  means  the  grape  skin 
in  intact  and  not  broken,  but  the  interior 
portion  of  the  grape  is  missing  to  the 
extent  that  the  grape  has  a  deflated  or 
sunken  appearance. 

(l)  Flavor  and  odor.  “Normal  flavor 
and  odor**  means  that  the  canned  fruit 
mix  is  free  from  objectionable  flavors 
and  odors  of  any  kind. 

(m)  Grapes  means  stemmed  grapes 
that  are  prepared  from  light  or  dark 
seedless  varietal  types. 

(n)  Interior  stem  means  an  interior 
fruit  stem  or  portion  of  an  interior  stem 
of  any  length  that  is  definitely  fibrous, 
tough,  or  woody  and  that  affects  the 
eating  quality  of  the  fruit  unit. 

(o)  Loose  seed  means  any  fruit  seed, 
or  the  .equivalent  in  pieces  of  one  seed, 
not  included  in  core  material. 

(p)  Peaches  means  peach  units 
prepared  from  yellow  varieties  that  have 
been  peeled  and  pitted.  These  units  may 
be  halves,  quarters,  slices,  dice,  or 
irregular  pieces. 

(q)  Pears  mean  pear  units  which  have 
been  peeled  and  cored.  These  units  may 
be  halves,  quarters,  slices,  dice,  or 
irregular  pieces. 

(r)  Peel  means  the  outer  layer  of  a 
fruit  that  is  normally  removed  during 
processing. 

(s)  Sample  unit  size  means  the  amount 
of  product  specified  to  be  used  for 
inspection.  It  may  be: 

(1)  The  entire  contents  of  a  container; 

(2)  A  portion  of  the  contents  of  a 
container; 
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(3)  A  combination  of  the  contents  of  2 
or  mt>re  containers;  or 

(4)  A  portion  of  unpacked  product. 

(t)  Serious  processing  crack  means  a 
whole  fruit  imit  that  is  split  to  pr  beyond 
its  approximate  center,  but  is  not 
mutilated  or  discolored. 

(u)  Unit  means  one  whole,  half, 
qu6u*ter,  slice,  dice,  piece,  or  sector  of 
any  applicable  fruit  ingredient. 

§  2852.6493  Recommended  sample  unit 
size. 

Compliance  with  the  requirements  for 
factors  of  quality  and  proportion  of  fruit 
ingredients  is  based  on  the 
recommended  sample  unit  size  of  300  g 
(10.56  oz). 

§§  2852.6494  through  2852.6496 
[Reserved] 

§  2852.6497  Proportion  of  fruit 
ingredients. 

Canned  fruit  mix  ingredients  may 
consist  of  a  combination  of  two  or  more 
suitable  fruits  of  any  proportion: 
Provided,  That  no  Single  fruit  ingredient 
in  a  300  g  (10.56  oz)  sample  unit  exceeds 
180  g  (6.34  oz). 

§2852.6498  Grades. 

(a)  ‘V.S.  Grade  A”  IS  the  quality  of 
caimed  fruit  mix  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  fruit  mix: 

(i)  Has  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(ii)  Has  an  overall  appearance  that  is 
reasonably  bright  and  is  not  more  than 
slightly  affected  by  staining  or  dullness; 

(iii)  Has  pears,  if  present,  with  a  color 
such  that  the  weight  of  units  that  have 
fairly  good  color  or  poor  color  does  not 
exceed  the  following  limits: 


Fairty 
good  cotor 

Poor  ' 

color 

’or 

12  grams . 

...  3  grams. 

(iv)  Is  practically  free  from  loose 
seeds; 

(v)  Is  practically  free  from  pit 
material; 

(vi)  May  have  an  aggregate  area  of 
peel  not  exceeding  2.5  cm’  (0.38  in’  or  1 
X  0.38); 

(vii)  Has  a  liquid  medium  that  is  not 
off-color  for  any  reason; 

(viii)  Has  fruit  units  with  a  character 
such  that  the  following  limits  are  not 
exceeded: 


Fairly 

good  character 

Poor 

character 

Of 

(ix)  Has  grapes,  if  present,  with  no 
more  than  three  flabby  units  or  serious 
processing  cracks,  singly  or  in 
combination. 

(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classified  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Table  V. 

(b)  "U.S.  Grade  B”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  finit  mix  that: 

(1)  Meets  the  following  prerequisites 
in  which  the  fixtit  mix: 

(i)  Has  a  normal  flavor  and  odor; 

(ii)  Has  an  overall  appearance  that  is 
reasonably  bright  and  is  not  seriously 
affected  by  staining  or  dullness; 

(iii)  Has  pears,  if  present,  with  a  color  ■ 
such  that  the  weight  of  units  that  have 
poor  color  does  not  exceed  15  grams; 

(iv)  Is  reasonably  free  from  loose 
seeds; 

(v)  Is  practically  free  from  pit 
material; 

(vi)  May  have  an  aggregate  area  of 
peel  not  exceeding  5.0  cm’  (0.77  in’  or  1 
X  0.77); 

(vii)  Has  a  liquid  medium  that  is  not 
off-color  for  any  reason; 

(viii)  Has  a  character  such  that  the 
fruit  does  not  contain  more  than  30 
grams  of  poor  character; 

(ix)  Has  grapes,  if  present,  with  no 
more  than  six  flabby  units  or  serious 
processing  cracks,  singly  or  in 
combination. 


(2)  Is  within  the  limits  for  defects  as 
classifed  in  Table  IV  and  specified  in 
Table  V. 

(c)  “Substandard"  is  the  quality  of 
canned  fhiit  mix  that  fails  to  meet  the 
requirements  for  U.S.  Grade  B. 

§  2852.6499  Factors  of  quality. 

The  grade  of  a  lot  of  canned  fixiit  mix 
is  based  on  compliance  with 
requirements  for  the  following  quality 
factors: 

(a)  Prerequisite  quality  factors.  (1) 
Flavor  and  odor; 

(2)  Appearance; 

(3)  Individual  pear  unit  color; 

(4)  Loose  seeds; 

(5)  Pit  material; 

(6)  Peel; 

(7)  Liquid  medium; 

(8)  Character; 

(9)  Flabby  grapes  and/or  serious 
processing  cracks. 

(b)  Classified  quality  factors.  (1) 
Individual  ^it  unit  color  (other  than 
pear  units); 

(2)  Blemished; 

(3)  Workmanship; 

(4)  Broken  units; 

(5)  Capstems; 

(6)  Extraneous  vegetable  material. 

§  2852.6500  Classification  of  defects. 

Defects  are  classified  as  minor,  major, 
severe,  or  critical.  Each  “X"  mark  in 
Table  IV  represents  “one  (1)  defect." 


Table  \y.— Classification  of  Defects 


Quality  factor 

Defect 

Classification 

Minor 

Major 

Severe 

Critical 

Individual  unit  color  (aH  fruits  Fairly  good  On  orade  A  onlv— each  3  at . 

X 

except  pears). 

X 

X 

-  X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

rial. 

§  2852.6501  Tolerances  for  defects. 
Table  V 


Total  • 

Major  Severe 

Critical 

QradeA 

AQL*_ 

12.5 

6.5  1.5 

0.25 

Grades 

AQL  •„ 

_  „  20.0 

8.5  5.0 

0.65 

■AGL  expressed  as  defects  per  hurxfred  units. 
*Total = Minor + Maior+ Severer  Critical. 


§  2852.6502  Sample  Size. 

The  sample  size  to  determine 
compliance  with  requirements  of  these 


standards  shall  be  as  specified  in  the 
sampling  plans  and  procedures  in  the 
subpart,  “Regulations  Governing 
Inspection  and  Certification"  of  Part 
2852,  “Processed  Fruits  and  Vegetables, 
Processed  Products  Thereof,  and  Certain 
Other  Processed  Food  Products"  (7  CFR 
2852.1-2852.83)  for  lot  inspection  and  on¬ 
line  inspection,  as  applicable. 

§  2852.6503  Compliance  with  quality 
requirements. 

(a)  Lot  inspection.  A  lot  of  canned 
fixiit  mix  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  |  2852.6498  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  V  are  not  exceeded. 
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(b)  On  line  inspection.  A  portion  of 
production  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specihed  in  §  2852.6498  are  met; 

(2]  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  V  are  not  exceeded. 

(c)  Single  sample  unit  Each  unofficial 
sample  unit  submitted  for  quality 
evaluation  will  be  treated  individually 
and  is  considered  as  meeting  the 
requirements  for  quality  if: 

(1)  The  prerequisite  requirements 
specified  in  §  2852.6498  are  met; 

(2)  The  Acceptable  Quality  Levels 
(AQL)  in  Table  V  are  not  exceeded. 

(Secs.  203  and  205,  60  Stat.  1087, 1090,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624]) 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044, 
"Improving  Government  Regulations,” 
and  has  been  classiHed  “significant.”  An 
Approved  Draft  Impact  Analysis  is 
available  fiom  Mr.  Leon  R.  Cary, 
Processed  Products  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Quality  Division,  Food  Safety 
and  Quality  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  DC  20250. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  12, 
1980. 

Carol  Tucker  Foreman, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Food  and  Consumer 
Services. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8173  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNO  CODE  3410-DM-M 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  51 

Brucellosis  Indemnity 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  dociunent  proposes 
amendments  to  the  regulations 
governing  the  payment  of  indemnities 
for  cattle  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis.  This  proposal  would  allow 
Federal  indemnities  for  cattle  destroyed 
because  of  brucellosis  to  move  with  the 
market.  This  action  is  necessary  to 
encomage  closer  cooperation  between 
livestock  owners  and  the  brucellosis 
eradication  program  officials. 

DATE:  Comments  on  or  before  April  21, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  to  Deputy 
Administrator,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS, 
Federal  Building,  Room  805,  Hyattsville, 
MD  20782. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 


Dr.  A.  D.  Robb,  USDA,  APHIS,  VS. 
Federal  Building,  Room  805,  Hyattsville, 
MD  20782,  301-436-8713. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  in  accordance  with  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  that  pursuant  to  the  ^ 
provisions  of  Secs.  3, 4, 5, 11,  and  13, 23 
Stat.  32  as  amended;  Secs.  1  and  2,  32 
Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  Sec.  3, 33 
Stat.  1265,  as  amended;  Sec.  3,  76  Stat 
130  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 114, 114a,  114a-l, 
120, 121, 125, 134b;  37  FR  28464;  28477;  38 
FR  19141)  the  Animal  and  Plant  Healffi 
Inspection  Service  is  considering 
amending  Part  51,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Brucellosis  is  a  contagious,  infectious, 
and  communicable  disease  which 
affects  animals  and  man  and  is  caused 
by  bacteria  of  the  genus  Brucella.  A 
Cooperative  State-Federal  Brucellosis 
Eradication  Program  to  eliminate 
brucellosis  from  cattle  and  swine  of  the 
United  States  is  being  carried  out  in 
each  of  the  various  states.  Among  the 
tools  being  used  to  eradicate  brucellosis 
in  the  various  states  is  the  testing  of 
cattle  and  swine  herds  for  brucellosis 
with  identification  and  destruction  of 
affected  animals. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has 
authority  (21  U.S.C.  114a)  to  indemnify 
owners  of  animals  for  losses  caused  by 
the  destruction  of  brucellosis  affected  or 
exposed  animals.  Presently,  an 
indemnity  payment  of  $50  for 
nonregistered  beef  cattle,  $150  for 
nonregistered  dairy  cattle,  $250  for 
registered  cattle,  and  $25  for  exposed 
female  calves  is  the  maximum  which 
may  be  paid  under  the  applicable 
regulations  (9  CFR  Part  51),  except  that 
indemnity  payments  for  all 
nonregistered  cattle  in  Alaska,  Hawaii, 
Puerto  Rico,  and  the  Virgin  Islands  may 
not  exceed  $150. 

With  inflation  and  other  causes  of 
market  fluctuations,  flat  rate  indenuiities 
may  fail  to  provide  the  necessary 
incentive  to  producers  to  cooperate  in 
management  practices  proven  necessary 
to  eliminate  brucellosis  from  a  herd  or 
from  areas. 

This  proposal  would  amend  the 
regulations  to  permit  indemnity 
payments  for  cattle  with  the  exception 
of  exposed  female  calves,  to  move  with 
fair  market  values  and  would  eliminate 
the  system  presently  in  effect  for  cattle. 
Under  present  §  51.3,  the  Deputy 
Administrator  may  authorize  the 
Department  to  pay  indemnity  to  owners 
whose  cattle  are  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis.  However,  the  Deputy 
Administrator’s  authorization  is  limited 
by  top  dollar  amounts  per  head  which 
may  be  paid  for  different  categories  of 


cattle.  The  present  regulations  are'  not  as 
effective  as  they  could  be  because 
inflation  periochcally  requires  that  the 
Department  amend  the  regulations  to 
raise  the  top  dollar  amount  Also,  there 
is  no  established  procedure  for  factoring 
in  regional  differences  in  maricet  value 
and  other  indemnity  payments  given  to 
owners  by  States.  Propose  §  51.3(a)  (1) 
and  (2)  would  base  Federal  indemnity 
payments  on  average  fair  market 
replacement  value  rather  than  upon 
maximiun  dollar  amounts  per  animal. 
Publications  of  the  Agriculttu'al 
Marketing  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  would  be  the 
source  for  determining  average  fair 
market  replacement  value  for  all 
nonregistered  cattle.  The  fair  market 
replacement  value  for  registered  cattle 
would  be  the  average  price  reported  by 
registered  breed  associations. 

Federal  indemnity  for  brucellosis 
reactor  cattle  in  proposed  S  51.3(a)(1) 
would  not  exceed  the  difference 
between  90  percent  of  the  average  fair 
market  replacement  value  of  cattle 
destroyed  because  of  brucellosis  and  the 
average  fair  market  slaughter  value  plus 
any  State  indemnity.  The  Department 
believes  that  an  indemnity  payment 
calculated  to  return  90  percent  of  the 
average  fair  market  replacement  value 
of  sudb  cattle  is  sufficient  to  insure  the 
cooperation  of  livestock  owners  with  the 
brucellosis  eradication  program. 

Proposed  §  51.3(a)(2)  would  vary  the 
percentage  of  the  average  fair  market 
replacement  value  whidi  would  be 
returned  for  cattle  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis  in  whole  herd  depopulation 
situations.  The  percentage  would  vary 
depending  upon  the  program  status 
achieved  by  the  state  as  published  in 
title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
78.  For  those  states  listed  in  §  78.20(a)  as 
entirely  Certified  Brucellosis-Free 
Areas,  the  indemnity  would  be 
calculated  to  not  exceed  a  return  of  95 
percent;  for  other  areas  listed  in 
§  78.20(b)  as  Certified  Brucellosis-Free 
Areas  and  areas  listed  in  §  78.21  as 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas,  the 
indemnity  would  be  calculated  to  not 
exceed  a  retium  of  90  percent;  and  for 
areas  listed  in  §  78.22  as  noncertified 
areas,  the  indemnity  would  be 
caloilated  to  not  exceed  a  return  of  80 
percent.  The  varying  percentages  should 
offer  greater  inducement  to  owners  of 
infected  herds  in  Certified  Brucellosis- 
Free  Areas  and  Modified  Certified 
Brucellosis  Areas  to  eliminate  the  few 
sources  of  the  disease  which  may  exist 
in  such  areas. 

Exposed  female  calves  are  not 
required  by  state  authority  to  be 
destroyed.  Such  destruction  is  voluntary 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Proposed  Rules 


18395 


but  does  contribute  to  eradication  of 
brucellosis,  since  it  is  known  that  a 
small  percentage  of  these  animals 
infected  at  birth  or  an  early  age  do 
remain  infected  for  life.  There  is  not  an 
established  market  for  these  calves  by 
which  a  fair  market  value  can  be 
determined  precisely.  Therefore,  based 
on  information  received  from 
knowledgeable  persons,  it  appears  that 
the  maximmn  flat  rates  of  for 
nonregistered  calves  and  $250  for 
registered  calves  imder  present  market 
conditions,  would  serve  as  an  incentive 
to  owners  to  destroy  these  calves  of 
questionable  health  status.  Proposed 
§  51.3(a)(3)  would,  therefore,  increase 
the  indemnity  for  such  female  exposed 
calves  from  $25  per  head  to  $50  per  head 
for  nonregistered  calves  and  $250  per 
head  for  registered  calves. 

Proposed  §  51.3(a)  would  contain 
proposed  footnote  4  which  would  set 
forth  the  criteria  which  the  Deputy 
Administrator  uses  to  determine 
whether  to  authorize  Federal  indemnity 
payments  at  maximum  rates.  The 
Deputy  Administrator  would  authorize 
payment  of  Federal  indenmity  by  the 
Department  at  maximum  rates:  (a)  As 
long  as  sufficient  funds  appropriated  by 
Congress  appear  to  be  available  for  this 
purpose  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal 
year;  (b)  in  states  or  areas  not  under 
Federal  quarantine;  (c)  in  states 
requesting  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity;  and  (d)  in  states  not 
requesting  a  lower  rate. 

Naturally,  the  Deputy  Administrator 
caimot  authorize  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity  or  indemnity  at  maximum 
rates  unless  Congress  has  appropriated 
adequate  funds  for  this  purpose.  Also,  if 
such  funds  are  not  available,  the 
Department  wishes  to  retain  the  option 
of  reducing  the  rate  of  indemnity  in 
order  to  be  able  to  continue  the  program 
for  the  entire  year.  States  or  areas  which 
are  under  Federal  quarantine  are  no 
longer  considered  to  be  in  the 
cooperative  brucellosis  program  under 
which  payment  of  Federal  indemnity  is 
authorized  pursuant  to  21  U.S.C.  114a. 
Further,  under  the  brucellosis 
eradication  cooperative  program,  states 
in  some  instances  have  requested  that 
there  be  no  payment  or  a  lower  payment 
of  Federal  indemnity  to  owners  of 
animals  destroyed  because  of 
brucellosis  in  the  state.  The  Deputy 
Administrator  would  honor  such 
requests.  Foremost  among  the  reasons 
such  requests  may  be  made  would  be 
the  need  for  states  to  pay  the  indemnity 
to  maintain  their  part  of  the 
congressional  requirement  for  them  to 
contribute  at  least  40  percent  of  the  . 


funds  expended  on  the  brucellosis 
program. 

Proposed  §  51.3(a)  would  contain 
proposed  footnote  5  which  would  set 
for^  a  list  of  documents  which  would 
be  accepted  as  proof  of  destruction  of  an 
animal  by  a  Veterinarian  in  Charge. 

Such  proof  must  be  furnished  to  the 
Veterinarian  in  Charge  prior  to  payment 
of  indemnity.  The  Department  has  found 
that  the  following  documents  constitute 
reasonably  reliable  evidence  that  an 
animal  has  been  or  will  be  destroyed: 

(a)  Post-mortem  reports;  (b)  meat 
inspection  certifications  of  slaughter;  (c) 
written  statement  by  a  state 
representative.  Veterinary  Services 
representative,  or  accredited 
veterinarian  attesting  to  the  destruction 
of  the  animal;  (d)  a  written  sworn 
statement  by  the  owner  or  caretaker  of 
the  animal  attesting  to  the  destruction  of 
the  animal,  and  (e)  a  permit  (VS  Form  1- 
27)  consigning  the  animal  from  a  farm  or 
livestock  market  directly  to  a  recognized 
slaughtering  establishment  as  defined  in 
§  78.1(dd)  of  this  chapter.  The 
Veterinarian  in  Charge  may,  in  imique 
situations  where  the  documents  listed 
above  are  not  available,  accept  other 
similarly  reliable  forms  of  proof  of 
destruction. 

Proposed  $  51.3(a]  would  contain 
proposed  footnote  6  which  would  set 
for^  the  factors  which  the  Deputy 
Administrator  will  consider  when 
determining  whether  total  herd 
depopulation  under  proposed 
§  51.3(a)(2)  would  be  appropriate.  Total 
herd  depopulation  is  voluntary  and  will 
only  be  considered  after  the  owner  of  a 
herd  requests  that  his  brucellosis 
infected  or  exposed  herd  be 
depopulated.  Such  a  request  will  only  be 
approved  by  the  Deputy  Administrator  if 
he  determines  that  such  herd 
depopulation  will  contribute  to  the 
advancement  of  the  total  brucellosis 
eradication  program.  The  primary 
factors  which  the  Deputy  Administrator 
would  consider  in  determining  whether 
herd  depopulation  will  advance  the  total 
brucellosis  eradication  program  are  the 
following: 

(a)  The  risk  of  exposure  of  disease  to 
other  herds.  The  Deputy  Administrator 
will  consider  the  risk  of  spread  of 
brucellosis  from  the  herd  considered  for 
depopulation  to  clean  herds.  The  higher 
the  risk  of  the  spread  of  brucellosis  to 
such  herds,  the  greater  the  necessity  for 
herd  depopiilation.  In  this  regard,  the 
Deputy  Administrator  will  consider  the 
proximity  of  other  herds  and  the  density 
of  brucellosis  infection  in  the  area. 

(b)  Amount  of  infection  in  the  herd 
revealed  on  the  initial  test.  The  higher 
the  rate  of  brucellosis  infection  in  the 
herd,  the  greater  the  necessity  for  total 


herd  depopulation.  The  Department 
believes  that  if  a  high  percentage  of 
animals  are  found  to  be  brucellosis 
reactors  in  the  initial  test,  a  removal  of 
reactors  will  not  necessarily  eliminate 
the  disease  in  the  herd  because  these 
reactors  probably  have  infected  other 
animals.  Further,  if  the  infection  rate  is 
extremely  high,  the  difference  in  cost 
between  total  herd  depopulation  and 
removal  of  brucellosis  reactors  and 
retesting  later  may  be  minimal. 

(c)  The  percentage  of  recent  abortions 
vsrithin  the  herd.  A  high  percentage  of 
abortions  within  a  herd  would  indicate 
that  there  is  a  high  rate  of  brucellosis 
infection.  In  these  instances,  herd 
depopulation  is  a  more  effective  method 
of  removing  the  disease  from  the  area 
than  is  removal  of  brucellosis  reactors. 

(d)  The  number  of  tests  conducted 
revealing  brucellosis  reactors.  If  a  herd 
is  tested  several  times  and  brucellosis 
reactors  are  revealed  on  each  test  and 
removed  after  each  test,  this  would 
indicate  that  there  is  a  high  rate  of 
infection  in  the  herd  and  that  continued 
testing  and  removal  of  brucellosis 
reactors  may  not  eliminate  the  disease 
from  the  herd.  In  these  situations,  herd 
depopulation  would  be  considered  by 
the  Deputy  Administrator. 

The  above-listed  factors  are  the 
primary  factors  which  will  be 
considered  by  the  Deputy  Administrator 
in  determining  whether  herd 
depopulation  will  contribute  to  the 
advancement  of  the  total  brucellosis 
eradication  program.  Unique  situations 
may  arise  in  wMch  other  factors  would 
be  considered. 

Other  alternatives  were  considered.' 
(A)  Make  no  revision.  The  Department 
believes  that  this  would  not  be 
responsive  to  the  problem.  (B)  Annually 
revise  the  rate  of  indemnity.  The 
Department  believes  that  this 
alternative  would  result  in  indemnity 
rates  which  are  too  low  or  too  high,  in 
some  instances,  and  would  result  in  a 
program  which  is  less  effective  than  one 
in  which  indemnity  rates  are  responsive 
to  market  trends.  Further,  periodically 
amending  the  regulations  to  revise  the 
rates  would  be  time  consuming  and  may 
not  be  responsive  to  market  trends.  (C) 
Also  considered  was  essentially  the 
same  proposal  as  presented  but  with 
one  extremely  important  difference.  In 
this  alternative,  actual  indemnity  would 
have  been  determined  by  an  appraisal 
of  each  animal,  by  determining  state 
indemnity  or  other  compensation 
received  for  each  animal  and  then 
calculating  Federal  indemnity  to  give  the 
owner  90  percent  of  the  appraisal  value. 
This  appraisal  procedure  was  not 
selected  for  these  reasons:  (1) 

Experience  has  shown  consistent  over 
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appraisals  which  result  in  the  affected 
herd  owner  receiving  100  percent  or 
more  of  the  actual  value  of  the  animal. 
This  destroys  much  of  the  incentive  for 
the  herd  owner  to  cooperate  in 
eradication  of  brucellosis.  (2) 

Experience  has  also  shown  that  the 
Federal  Government  spent  in  excess  of 
$6  for  each  animal  just  to  process  claims 
imder  the  appraisal  system.  This  $6  is 
nonproductive  in  era^cating  brucellosis. 
(3)  Under  the  appraisal  system,  claims 
are  delayed  a  minimum  of  2  weeks  over 
flat  rate  claims  with  most  being  closer  to 
4  weeks.  This  also  destroys  incentive  for 
the  herd  owner  to  cooperate  in 
eradicating  brucellosis.  (4)  Collection  of 
salvage  information  places  burdens  on 
market  operators  and  slaughtering 
establishments  for  which  there  is  no 
compensation.  The  cooperation  of  these 
members  of  the  livesto^  industry  in 
other  facets  of  the  program  is  of 
paramount  importance  to  the 
eradication  of  brucellosis.  Continued 
requesting  of  uncompensated  services 
destroys  Uie  essential  cooperativeness 
of  these  members  of  the  livestock 
industry. 

Also  considered  as  a  part  of  the 
alternative  selected  were  various 
percentages  of  return.  The  percentage 
rates  selected  were  considered  high 
enough  to  permit  affected  herd  owners 
to  remain  in  business  and  have  an 
incentive  to  eradicate  brucellosis  from 
the  herd.  Lower  percentages  considered, 
which,  while  saving  Federal  indemnity 
money,  would  make  owners  reluctant  to 
follow  effective  program  standards. 
Higher  percentages  considered  would  be 
expected  to  create  indifference  on  the 
part  of  the  owner  to  eradicating 
brucellosis,  since  his  losses  would  be 
small,  and  the  expense  and 
inconvenience  of  cooperation  greater 
than  the  expected  benefits  of  brucellosis 
eradication. 

With  the  proposal  presented  here,  the 
cost  of  obtaining  market  data  from 
USDA’s  Market  News  Service 
publications  and  from  registered  breed 
associations  will  be  minimal.  Data  on 
state  indemnity  payments  is  kept 
current  by  reports  available.  Computing 
data  for  each  state  with  modem 
equipment  already  in  use  can  be  figured 
in  hours  if  not  minutes  for  any  time 
period  desired.  Notification  of  each  state 
by  administrative  letter  of  the  indemnity 
rates  also  takes  only  a  few  minutes.  One 
calculation  estimates  the  proposed 
method  may  cost  only  .2  of  a  cent  per 
animal  indemnified  in  comparison  to  the 
known  cost  of  an  appraisal  system  in 
excess  of  $8  per  animal  indemnified. 

It  is  anticipated  that  by  reducing  the 
financial  losses  incurred  by  livestock 


owners  whose  animals  are  destroyed, 
cooperation  as  well  as  herd 
management  practices  will  be  greatly 
improved  and  eradication  efforts  wiU  be 
expedited.  It  is  further  anticipated  that 
herd  owners  will  be  more  confident  that 
participation  in  the  program  will  not 
cause  financial  ruin  since  the  indemnity 
will  be  keyed  to  move  with  the  market 
and  with  Ganges  in  state  funding. 

Present  §  51.3(a)(3)  provides  that 
except  as  provided  in  present 
§  51.3(a)(4)  the  Deputy  Administrator 
may  authorize  the  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity  by  the  Department  to  any 
owner  whose  cattle  are  destroyed 
because  of  exposure  to  brucellosis.  This 
proposal  would  delete  present 
§  51.3(a)(3).  This  section  has  rarely  been 
used  and  has  never  been  considered  an 
integral  part  of  the  brucellosis  indemnity 
program. 

Proposed  §  51.1(cc)  would  define  the 
term  “average  fair  market  replacement 
value.”  This  term  would  be  used  in  the 
formudas  for  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity  which  may  be  foimd  in 
proposed  8  51.3(a)  (1)  and  (2).  The 
average  fair  market  replacement  value 
is  broken  down  between  nonregistered 
and  registered  cattle  because  of  the 
different  sources  from  which  prices  and 
weights  are  received  by  the  Department. 

Proposed  §  51.1(cc)(l)  would  define 
the  average  fair  market  replacement 
value  for  nonregistered  cattle  in  a  state 
as  the  arithmetic  average  price  and 
weight  as  determined  from  publications 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
(AMS).  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  State  for  beef  breeds 
and  dairy  breeds  during  the  previous 
calendar  year  quarter.  Therefore,  if 
during  the  first  calendar  year  quarter 
AMS  publishes  replacement  prices  of 
beef  cattle  in  Florida  three  times  as  45, 
50,  and  55  dollars  per  hundred  weight 
then  the  arithmetic  average  price  would 
be  50  dollars  per  htmdred  weight  If 
during  the  first  calendar  year  quarter, 
AMS  publishes  the  average  weight  of 
beef  cattle  sold  in  Florida  twice  as  898 
and  902  pounds,  then  the  arithmetic 
average  weight  would  be  900  poimds. 

The  average  fair  market  replacement 
value  would  then  be  450  dollars  for  beef 
cattle  in  Florida.  This  average  fair 
market  replacement  value  would  be 
used  for  Horida  beef  cattle  during  the 
second  calendar  year  quarter. 

Proposed  8  51.1(cc)(2)  would  define 
the  average  fair  market  replacement 
value  for  registered  cattle  as  the 
arithmetic  average  price  of  such  cattle 
during  the  previous  calendar  year  as 
reported  by  the  registered  breed 
association.  These  values  would  be 
arrived  at  in  the  same  manner  as 
described  above  for  nonregistered 


animals  except  that  there  would  be  no 
breakdown  by  State  or  by  beef  versus 
dairy  breed  or  by  weight  Further,  the 
average  fair  market  replacement  value 
which  would  be  used  would  be  for  the 
previous  calendar  year  rather  than  the 
previous  calendar  year  quarter.  The 
Department  believes  these  differences 
are  necessary  because  registered  breed 
associations  often  do  not  have  members 
scattered  throughout  the  country 
sufficient  to  provide  state-by-state 
prices.  Further,  small  registered  breed 
associations  would  not  be  able  to  report 
price  more  than  on  a  yearly  basis. 

Proposed  8  51.1(dd)  would  define  the 
term  “average  fair  market  slaughter 
value."  This  term  would  be  used  in  the 
formulas  for  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity  wUch  may  be  found  in 
proposed  8  51.3(a)  (1)  and  (2).  The 
average  fair  market  slaughter  value 
would  be  defined  as  the  arithmetic 
average  price  and  weight  of  cattle 
slaughtered  within  a  state  as  determined 
from  publications  of  and  for  the  state 
during  the  previous  calender  year 
quarter.  These  values  would  be  arrived 
at  in  the  same  manner  as  described 
above  for  the  average  fair  market 
replacement  value  of  nonregistered 
animals.  There  would,  however,  be  no 
breakdown  between  beef  and  dairy 
breeds  since  slaughter  value  for  these 
two  breeds  is  generally  the  same. 

Proposed  8  51.1(ee)  would  define  the 
term  “registered  breed  association." 

This  term  would  be  used  in  the 
definition  of  average  fair  market 
replacement  value  which  may  be  found 
in  proposed  8  51.1(cc)(2).  Registered 
breed  associations  would  be  defined  as 
those  associations  formed  and 
perpetuated  for  the  maintenance  of 
records  of  purebreeding  of  animal 
species  for  a  specific  breed  whose 
characteristics  are  set  forth  in 
Constitutions,  By-Laws,  or  other  Rules. 
Presently,  breeders  submit  applications 
for  animals  of  pore  breeding  to  such 
associations.  The  association 
determines  eligibility  of  such  animals  for 
registration  or  recordation  in  the 
association.  If  an  animal  meets  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  an 
association’s  Constitution.  By-Laws,  or 
other  rules,  such  animal  is  registered  in 
the  Official  Herd  Book  or  other 
recordkeeping  format  and  a  certificate 
of  registration  or  recordation  which 
individually  identifies  that  animal  is 
issued.  Proposed  8  51.1  (ee)  would  also 
list  purebred  breed  associations  in  the 
United  States  as  are  found  in  the 
definitve  three  volume  works  of  John  E. 
Rouse  entitled  “World  Cattle." 
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Accordingly,  Part  51,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Relations,  would  be  amended 
in  the  following  respects: 

1.  Section  51.1  would  be  amended  to 
add  new  definitions  and  footnotes  to. 
read  as  follows: 

§51.1  Definitions. 

*  *  •  •  * 

(cc)  Average  fair  market  replacement 
value. — (1)  Nonregistered  cattle — ^The 
average  arithmetic  price  and  weight  as 
determined  from  publications  of  Ae 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service  (AMS}, 
United  States  Department  of  A^culture 
for  the  state  for  beef  breeds  and  dairy 
breeds  during  the  previous  calendar 
year  quarter.* 

(2)  Registered  cattle — Hie  arithmetic 
average  price  of  such  cattle  during  the 
previous  calendar  year  as  reported  by 
the  registered  breed  association. 

(dd)  Average  fair  market  slaughter 
value.  The  arithmetic  average  price  and 
weight  of  cattle  slaughtered  within  a 
state  as  determined  firom  publications  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
(AMS),  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  the  state  during  the 
previous  calendar  year  quarter.’ 

(ee)  Registered  breed  association.  An 
association  formed  and  perpetuated  for 
the  maintenance  of  records  of 
purebreeding  of  animal  species  for  a 
specific  breed  whose  characteristics  are 
set  forth  in  Constitutions,  By-Laws,  and 
other  rules  of  the  association.  The 
records  maintained  by  such  an 
association  shall  include  an  Official 
Herd  Book  or  other  recordkeeping 
format  and  Certificates  of  Registration 
or  Recordation  which  identify  an  animal 
as  a  registered  animal  of  that  Registered 
Breed  Association.  Known  registered 
breed  associations  are:  American  Angus 
Association,  American  Brahman 
Breeders  Association,  American 
Chianina  Association,  American 
Hereford  Association,  American 
International  Charolais  Association, 
American  Maine-Anjou  Association, 
American  Polled  Hereford  Association, 
American  Red  Poll  Association, 
American  Murray  Grey  Association, 
American  Scotch  Highland  Breeders 
Association,  American  Shorthorn 
Association,  Beefmasters  Breeders 
Universal,  Devon  Cattle  Association, 

Inc.,  International  Brangus  Breeders 
Association,  Inc.,  Red  Angus 
Association  of  America,  Santa  Gertrudis 
Breeders  International,  Texas  Longhorn 
Breeders  Association  of  America. 


*  These  values  are  available  upon  request  from 
Veterinary  Services,  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Federal  Building,  Room  805,  Hyattsville, 
MD  20782 


American  Guernsey  Cattle  Club, 
American  Jersey  Cattle  Club.  American 
Milking  Shorthorn  Society,  Ayreshire 
Breeders  Associatioa  Brown  Swiss 
Cattle  Breeders  Association  of  USA, 
Dutch  Belted  Cattle  Association  of 
America,  Inc.,  Holstein-Freisian 
Association  of  America,  Galloway 
Cattle  Society  of  America,  American 
Galloway  Breeders  Association, 
Galloway  Performance  International, 
The  Belted  Galloway  Society,  The 
Sussex  Cattle  Association  of  American, 
North  American  Limousin  Foundation, 
and  American  Simmental  Association. 

2.  In  §  51.3,  paragraph  (a)  would  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  51.3  Payment  to  owners  for  animals 
destroyed. 

(a)  Cattle — (1)  Brucellosis  reactor 
cattle.  The  Deputy  Administrator  may 
authorize  *  the  payment  of  Federal 
indemnity  by  the  Department  to  owners 
whose  cattle  are  destroyed  as 
brucellosis  reactors.  Federal  indemnity 
for  such  cattle  shall  not  exceed  the 
difference  between  90  percent*  of  the 
average  fair  market  replacement  value 
and  the  average  fair  market  slaughter 
value  plus  State  indemnity.  Prior  to 
payment  of  indemnity,  proof  of 
destruction* shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Veterinarian  in  Charge. 

(2)  Herd  depopulations.  The  Deputy 
Administrator  may  authorize  *  the 
payment  of  Federal  indemnity  by  the 
Department  to  any  owner  whose  herd  of 
cattle  is  depopulated  *  because  of 

infection  with  or  exposure  to  brucellosis. 

FpHprnI  inHpmniH/  fnr  «iirh  rattlp  from 


*The  Deputy  Administrator  shall  authorize 
payment  of  Federal  indemnity  by  the  Department  at 
the  maximum  rates:  (a)  As  long  as  sufficient  funds 
appropriated  by  Congress  appear  to  be  available  for 
this  purpose  for  the  remainder  of  the  fiscal  yean  (b) 
in  States  or  areas  not  under  Federal  quarantine;  (c) 
In  States  requesting  payment  of  Federal  indemnity; 
(d)  in  States  not  requesting  a  lower  rate. 

*The  Veterinarian  in  Charge  shall  accept  the 
following  documents  as  “proof  of  destruction”:  (a)  A 
postmortem  report;  (b)  A  meat  inspection 
certification  of  slau^ten  (c)  A  written  statement  by 
a  State  representative.  Veterinary  Services 
representative,  or  accredited  veterinarian  attesting 
to  the  destruction  of  the  animal;  (d)  A  written  sworn 
statement  by  the  owner  or  caretaker  of  the  animal 
attesting  to  the  destruction  of  the  animal;  (e)  A 
permit  (VS  Form  1-27]  consigning  the  animal  from  a 
farm  or  livestock  market  directly  to  a  recognized 
slaughtering  establishment  as  defined  in  S  78.1(dd) 
of  this  chapter,  (f)  In  unique  situations  where  the 
documents  listed  above  are  not  available,  other 
similar  reliable  forms  of  proof  of  destruction. 

*Herd  depopulation  may  be  initiated  after  the 
owner  requests  that  his  brucellosis  infected  or 
exposed  herd  be  depopulated.  The  Deputy 
Administrator  shall  approve  sudi  requests  only 
when  he  has  determine  that  such  herd 
depopulation  is  necessary  to  prevent  the  spread  of 
brucellosis  or  is  necessary  to  eliminate  brucellosis 
on  a  particular  premise.  This  determination  shall  be 
made  through  an  epidemiological  analysis  including. 


States  which  are  entirely  Certified 
Brucellosis  Free  (as  listed  in  §  78.20(a)) 
shall  not  exceed  the  difference  between 
95  percent  *  of  the  average  fair  maiicet 
replacement  value  and  &e  average  fair 
market  slaughter  vfilue  plus  State 
Indemnity.  Federal  indemnity  for  such 
cattle  fi'om  areas  other  than  whole 
States  which  are  Certified  Brucellosis 
Free  Areas  (as  listed  in  §  78.20(b))  and 
Modified  Certified  Brucellosis  Areas  (as 
listed  in  §  78.21)  shall  not  exceed  the 
difference  between  90  percent  *  of  the 
average  fair  market  replacement  value 
and  the  average  fair  market  slaughter 
value  plus  State  indemnity.  Federal 
indemnity  for  such  cattle  fitim 
noncertified  areas  (as  listed  in  §  78.22) 
shall  not  exceed  the  difference  between 
80  percent  *  of  the  average  fair  market 
replacement  value  and  the  average  fair 
market  slaughter  value  plus  State 
indemnity.  Prior  to  payment  of 
indemnity,  proof  of  destruction  *  shall  be 
furnished  to  the  Veterinarian  in  Charge. 

(3)  Exposed  female  calves.  The 
Deputy  Administrator  may  authorize  * 
the  payment  of  Federal  indemnity  by  the 
Department  to  any  owner  whose 
exposed  female  calf  or  calves  are 
destroyed  because  of  brucellosis.  The 
indemnity  for  such  animals  shall  not 
exceed  $50  per  head  *  for  nonregistered 
calves  and  $250  *  for  registered  calves. 
Prior  to  payment  of  indemnity,  proof  of 
destruction  *  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
Veterinarian  in  Charge. 

§  51.6  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  51.6,  footnotes  3  and  4  would  be 
renumbered  7  and  8  respectively. 

***** 

All  written  submissions  made 
pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Federal  Building,  6505  Belcrest  Road, 
Hyattsville,  Maryland,  during  regular 
hours  of  business  (8  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m., 
Monday  to  Friday,  except  holidays)  in  a 
manner  convenient  to  the  public 
business  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 

Comments  submitted  should  bear  a 
reference  to  the  date  and  page  munber 
of  this  issue  in  the  Federal  Register. 

This  proposal  has  been  reviewed 
under  the  USDA  criteria  established  to 
implement  Executive  Order  12044, 
“Improving  Government  Regulations,” 
and  has  been  classified  “significant”  An 
Approved  Draft  Impact  Analysis  is 


but  not  limited  to,  the  following  factors:  (a)  Risk  of 
exposure  to  herds  not  infected  w.th  or  exposed  to 
brucellosis  (density  of  area  infection);  (b)  Amount  of 
infection  revealed  in  the  herd  on  the  inititd  test;  (c) 
Percentage  of  recent  abortions  within  the  herd;  and 
(d)  Number  of  tests  conducted  revealing  brucellosis 
reactors  (chronicity  of  the  disease.). 
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available  from  the  Program  Services 
Stafr.  Room  870,  Federal  Building,  6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  Maryland 
20782,  (301)  436-8695.  Executive  Order 
12044  also  requires  that  all  regulations 
be  reviewed  for  continuing  relevance 
every  fire  years. 

This  proposal  has  been  classified 
“significant”  and  is  being  published 
under  emergency  procedures  as 
authorized  by  Executive  Order  12044 
and  the  Secretary’s  Memorandum  No. 
1955,  without  a  full  60-day  comment 
period.  It  has  been  determined  by  Dr. 
Paul  Becton,  Director,  National 
Brucellosis  Eradication  Program,  that  an 
emergency  situation  exists  which 
warrants  less  than  a  full  60-day 
comment  period  on  this  proposal 
because  the  present  limits  on  indemnity 
payments  are  not  sufficient  to  provide 
producer  cooperation  with  the 
brucellosis  eradication  program. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th  day  of 
March  1980. 

P.  R.  “Bobby”  Smith, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Marketing  and 
Transportation  Services. 

(FR  Doc.  80-6688  nied  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

21  CFR  Part  333 

[Docket  No.  75N-0183] 

Topical  Antimicrobial  Drug  Products 
for  Over-the^ounter  Human  Use 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  topical 
antimicrobial  drug  products  to  allow  for 
consideration  of  data  and  information 
that  had  been  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
after  the  date  that  the  administrative 
record  officially  closed. 
address:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 


Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)(10)(iJ  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  topical  antimicrobial 
drug  products  closed  on  November  12. 
1974,  and  the  reply  comment  period 
closed  on  December  12, 1974.  The 
administrative  record  was  reopened 
following  publication  of  the  tentative 
final  monograph  on  January  6, 1978  for 
the  submission  of  objections  and 
requests  for  a  hearing,  and  closed  on 
February  6, 1978.  On  March  9, 1979,  the 
administrative  record  was  reopened 
until  June  7, 1979  to  grant  six  petitions 
that  requested  reopening  of  the 
administrative  record,  and  to  accept 
new  or  additional  data,  information,  and 
comments  on  the  data  contained  in  the 
six  submissions.  Interested  persons 
could  submit  reply  comments  until  July 
9, 1979.  That  notice  also  provided  that 
other  data,  information,  and  comments 
filed  in  response  to  the  September  13, 
1974  and  January  6, 1978  publications 
need  not  be  resubmitted.  Those  data 
were  also  accepted  into  the  record. 

In  conjunction  with  FDA’s  notice  of 
intent  to  revise  the  procedural 
regulations  governing  the  OTC  drug 
review  to  conform  to  a  recent  court 
decision  and  order,  the  agency  again 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  topical  antimicrobial  drug  products 
on  October  26, 1979  (44  FR  61609).  This 
action  was  taken  to  permit 
manufacturers  to  submit  the  results  of 
testing  to  FDA  as  expeditiously  as 
possible  prior  to  establishment  of  a  final 
monograph. 

Subsequent  to  the  June  7, 1979  closing 
date  for  the  submission  of  new  data,  and 
prior  to  the  October  26, 1979  reopening 
of  the  administrative  record,  some 
persons  submitted  data  and  information 
to  the  Hearing  Clerk.  These  data  and 
information  were  not  accompanied  by  a 
petition  to  reopen  the  administrative 
record  as  required  by  S  330.10(a)(10)(ii) 

(21  CFR  330.10(a)(10)(ii)).  In  the  interest 
of  expediting  the  OTC  (^g  review  and 
because  FDA  wishes  to  consider  all 
pertinent  data  and  information  that  have 
been  submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk, 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to 


the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  second  tentative 
final  order.  By  this  notice,  FDA 
annoimces  that  it  is  treating  these 
submissions,  received  after  the 
administrative  record  had  closed,  as 
petitions  to  reopen  the  administrative 
record,  and  is  granting  the  petitions  by 
allowing  new  data  and  information 
contained  therein  to  be  included  in  the 
administrative  record  for  OTC  topical 
antimicrobial  drug  products.  This  notice 
serves  to  inform  interested  persons  of 
the  existence  of  these  data  and 
information  and  their  availability  for 
review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  of  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

This  action  does  not  preempt  or 
supersede  the  reopening  of  the 
administrative  record  for  an  additional 
period  as  specified  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  26, 1979  (44  FR 
61609). 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc  80-8490  Filed  3-20-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  336 

[Docket  No.  78N-0036] 

Laxative,  Antidiarrheal,  Emetic,  and 
Antiemetic  Drug  Products  for  Over- 
the^ounter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 


summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  laxative, 
antidiarrheal,  emetic  and  antiemetic 
drug  products  to  allow  for  consideration 
of  data  and  information  that  had  been 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  after  the  date  that 
the  administrative  record  officially 
closed. 

address:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
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Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bm«au  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug  , 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Une,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-445- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)(10Ki]  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i)]  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  Fi^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  laxative.  antidiarrheaL 
emetic  and  antiemetic  drug  products 
closed  on  June  19. 1975.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

S  330.10(a)(10Kii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  iiiformation,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  applicable 
tentative  final  and  ^al  orders.  By  this 
notice,  FDA  announces  that  it  is  treating 
these  submissions,  received  after  the 
administrative  record  has  closed,  as 
petitions  to  reopen  the  administrative 
record,  and  is  granting  the  petitions  by 
allowing  new  data  and  information 
contained  therein  to  be  included  in  the 
administrative  record  for  OTC  laxative, 
antidiarrheal,  emetic  and  antiemetic 
drug  products.  This  notice  serves  to 
inform  interested  persons  of  the 
existence  of  these  data  and  information 
and  their  availability  for  review  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Comments  on 
these  data  and  information  will  not  be  ' 
accepted  at  this  time.  However, 


interested  persons  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  and 
additional  new  data  and  information  at 
times  to  be  specified  in  future  Federal 
Register  notices. 

lliis  action  does  not  preempt  or 
supersede  the  reopening  of  the 
administrative  record  for  antiemetic 
drug  products  for  an  additional  period 
as  specified  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
October  26. 1979  (44  FR  61610).  That 
notice  provided  an  additional  period  of 
5  months,  ending  on  May  27, 1980, 
during  which  new  data  demonstrating 
the  safety  and  effectiveness  of  those 
conditions  not  classified  in  Category  I 
may  be  submitted. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 
lA^lliam  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A  ffairs. 

[FR  Doc  80-8491  Rled  0-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BMXmQ  CODE  4110-03-4I 


21  CFR  Parts  338,  340 
[Docket  No.  75N-0244) 

Nighttime  Sleep-Aid  and  Stimulant 
Drug  Products  for  Over-the-Counter 
Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  nighttime  sleep- 
aid  and  stimulant  drug  products  to  allow 
for  consideration  of  data  and 
information  that  had  been  filed  with  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  after  the  date  that  the 
administrative  record  officially  closed. 
ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62, 5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  DepartmenTof  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  S  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 


330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative  * 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  nighttime  sleep-aid  and 
stimulant  drug  products  closed  on 
March  8, 1976  and  the  reply  comment 
period  closed  on  April  8, 1976.  Hie 
procedural  regulations  for  OTC  drugs. 

§  330.10(a)(10)(u)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a]{10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
jdata  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  adii^strative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  ii^ormation,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  final  order.  By 
tMs  notice,  FDA  announces  that  it  is 
treating  these  submissions,  received 
after  the  administrative  record  has 
closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  nighttime  sleep-aid  and  stimulant 
drug  products.  This  notice  serves  to 
inform  interested  persons  of  the 
existence  of  these  data  and  information 
and  their  availability  for  review  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Comments  on 
these  data  and  information  will  not  be 
accepted  at  this  time.  However, 
interested  persons  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  and 
additional  new  data  and  information  at 
times  to  be  specified  in  future  Federal 
Register  notices. 

This  action  does  not  preempt  or 
supersede  the  reopening  of  the 
administrative  record  for  tm  additional 
period  as  specified  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  October  26, 1979  (44  FR 
61610).  That  notice  provided  an 
additional  period  of  5  months,  ending  on 
May  27. 1980,  during  which  new  data 
demonstrating  the  ^ety  and 
effectiveness  of  those  conditions  not 
classified  in  Category  I  may  be 
submitted. 
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Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-aSM  FUed  S-20-80;  a-45  am] 
MUJNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  341 

[Docket  No.  76N-0052] 

Cold,  Cough,  Allergy,  Bronchodllator, 
and  Antiasthmatic  Drug  Products  for 
Over-the-Counter  Hunuin  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  cold,  cough, 
allergy,  bronchodilator,  and 
antiasthmatic  drug  products  to  allow  for 
consideration  of  data  and  information 
that  had  been  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
after  the  date  that  the  administrative 
record  officially  closed. 

ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(P1FD-510),  Food  and  Drugs 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(aKl0)(i]  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10](i])  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  cold,  cough,  allergy, 
bronchodilator,  and  antiasthmatic  drug 
products  closed  on  December  8, 1976, 
and  the  reply  comment  period  closed 
January  7, 1977.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

§  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 


data  and  information  may  be  submitted . 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  cold,  cough,  allergy, 
bronchodilator,  and  antiasthmatic  drug 
products.  This  notice  serves  to  inform 
interested  persons  of  the  existence  of 
these  data  and  information  and  their 
availability  for  review  at  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Comments  on  these 
data  and  information  will  not  be 
accepted  at  this  time.  However, 
interested  persons  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  and 
additional  new  data  and  information  at 
times  to  be  specified  in  future  Federal 
Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8472  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  342 

[Docket  No.  76N-4)482] 

Topical  Antibiotic  Drug  Products  for 
Over-the-counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  topical 
antibiotic  drug  products  to  allow  for 
consideration  of  data  find  information 
that  had  been  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 


after  the  date  that  the  administrative 
record  officially  closed. 
address:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Rm.  4-62, 5600  Fishers 
Lane,  RockviUe,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510).  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  ad^nistrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  topical  antibiotic  drug 
products  closed  on  June  30, 1977,  and  the 
reply  comment  period  closed  on  August 
1, 1977.  The  procedural  regulations  for 
OTC  drugs.  §  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  adn^istrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions:  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  iitiormation,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  annoimces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  topical  antibiotic  drug  products. 

This  notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
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for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  ’ 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  60-8471  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

8IUJNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  343 
[Docket  No.  77N-0094] 

Internal  Analgesic,  Antipyretic,  and 
Antirheumatic  Drug  Products  for  Over- 
the-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug*  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  internal 
analgesic,  antipyretic,  and  antirheumatic 
drug  products  to  allow  for  consideration 
of  data  and  information  that  had  been 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  after  the  date  that 
the  administrative  record  officially 
closed. 

ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administation  Rm.  4-82.  5600  Fishers 
Land,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a](10j(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i])  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  internal  analgesic. 


antipyretic,  and  antirheumatic  drug 
products  closed  on  December  5, 1977, 
and  the  reply  comment  period  closed  on 
February  6, 1978.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  d^s, 

S  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(ii]),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  perod  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administative  record.  In  some  cases, 
persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administation,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administative  record  for 
OTC  internal  analgesic,  antipyretic,  and 
antirheumatic  drug  products.  This  notice 
serves  to  inform  interested  persons  of 
the  existence  of  these  data  and 
information  and  their  availability  for 
review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12. 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Ooc  80-8425  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  344 
[Docket  No.  77N-0334] 

Topical  Otic  Drug  Products  for  Over- 
the-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 


summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  topical  otic  drug 
products  to  allow  for  consideration  of 
data  and  information  that  had  been  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  after  the  date  that  the 
administrative  record  officially  closed. 
ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  S  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i)  the  administrative  record 
closes  with  respect  to  the  submission  of 
new  data  and  information  at  the  end  of 
the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  comment  period 
for  OTC  topical  otic  drug  products 
closed  on  March  16, 1978,  and  the  reply 
comment  period  closed  on  April  14, 

1978.  The  procedural  regulations  for 
OTC  drugs.  §  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)  (ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice.  FDA  annoimces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record  and  is  granting  the 
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petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  topical  otic  drug  products.  This 
notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  hew  data  and 
information,  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8503  filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOe  4110-03-11 


21  CFR  Part  345 

[Docket  No.  78N-0024) 

Vitamin  and  Minerai  Drug  Products  for 
Over-The-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  Administrative 
Record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  vitamin  and 
mineral  drug  products  to  allow  for 
consideration  of  data  and  information 
that  had  been  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
after  the  date  that  the  administrative 
record  officially  closed. 
address:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)(10](i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  adm^strative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 


submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  vitamin  and  mineral 
drug  products  closed  on  July  16, 1979, 
and  the  reply  comment  period  closed  on 
September  14, 1979.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

§  330.10(a)(10)(u)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(u)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some  cases 
persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  inJformation,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  vitamin  and  mineral  drug  products. 
This  notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs, 

(FR  Doc.  80-6492  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-<I3-M 


21  CFR  Part  347 

[Docket  No.  78N-0021] 

Skin  Protectant  Drug  Products  for 
Over-the-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
informaticm  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  skin  protectant 
drug  products  to  allow  for  consideration 
of  data  and  information  that  had  been 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  after  the  date  that 
the  administrative  record  officially 
closed. 

ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305).  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m..  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson.  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  S  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  conunent  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  sldn  protectant  drug 
products  closed  on  November  2, 1978, 
and  the  reply  comment  period  closed  on 
December  4. 1978.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

§  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(ii]),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some  cases 
persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions:  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
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agency  in  developing  a  tentative  hnal 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  skin  protectant  drug  products.  This 
notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  ofHce  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
futme  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8488  FUed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-<I3-M 


21  CFR  Part  350 

[Docket  No.  78N-0064] 

Antiperspirant  Drug  Products  for  Over- 
the-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

summary:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the  coimter  (OTC)  antiperspirant 
drug  products  to  allow  for  consideration 
of  data  and  information  that  had  been 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  after  the  date  that 
the  administrative  record  officially 
closed. 

ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857, 301-443- 
4960.  . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 


and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the' 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  antiperspirant  drug 
products  closed  on  January  8, 1979,  and 
the  reply  comment  period  closed  on 
February  7, 1979.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  dnigs, 

§  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a](10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  Administrative  record 
for  OTC  antiperspirant  drug  products. 
This  notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportimity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc  80-8470  FUed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

nUJNQ  CODE  4110-0341 


21  CFR  Part  352  ^ 

[Docket  No.  78N-0038] 

Sunscreen  Drug  Products  for  Over* 
the-Counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  sunscreen  drug 
products  to  allow  for  consideration  of 
data  and  information  that  had  been  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  after  the  date  that  the 
administrative  record  officially  closed. 
ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  €md  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  S  330.10(a)(10)(i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  conunent 
period  for  OTC  sunscreen  drug  products 
closed  on  November  24, 1978,  and  the 
reply  comment  period  closed  on 
December  26, 1978.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

S  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a](10)(ii)),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  conunent  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather,  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
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submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Durg  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  simscreen  drug  products.  This 
notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
comments  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 

Dated:  March  12. 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  A  ffairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8489  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BUXINQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


21  CFR  Part  358 

[Docket  No.  78N-0065] 

Skin  Bleaching  Drug  Products  for 
Over-the-counter  Human  Use 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
ACTION:  Acceptance  of  data  and 
information  into  the  administrative 
record. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  advises  that  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  (FDA) 
reopened  the  administrative  record  for 
over-the-counter  (OTC)  skin  bleaching 
drug  products  to  allow  for  consideration 
of  data  and  information  that  had  been 
filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  after  the  date  that 
the  administrative  record  officially 
closed. 

ADDRESS:  Data  and  information  are  on 
public  file  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  and  may  be 
seen  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  E.  Gilbertson,  Bureau  of  Drugs 
(HFD-510),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Department  of  Health, 


Education,  and  Welfare,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville.  MD  20857,  301-443- 
4960. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Food  and  Drug  Administration  has  on 
numerous  occasions  received  new  data 
and  information  bearing  on  OTC  drug 
panel  reports  and  proposed  monographs 
after  the  closing  of  the  administrative 
record.  Under  §  330.10(a)  (10)  (i)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a)(10)(i))  the  administrative 
record  closes  with  respect  to  the 
submission  of  new  data  and  information 
at  the  end  of  the  comment  period 
following  publication  of  the  panel  report 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  comment 
period  for  OTC  skin  bleaching  drug 
products  closed  on  February  1, 1979,  and 
the  reply  comment  period  closed  on 
March  5, 1979.  The  procedural 
regulations  for  OTC  drugs, 

§  330.10(a)(10)(ii)  (21  CFR 
330.10(a](10)(ii]),  provide  that  after  the 
closing  of  the  comment  period  following 
publication  of  the  panel  report,  new 
data  and  information  may  be  submitted 
for  inclusion  into  the  administrative 
record  only  through  a  petition  to  reopen 
the  administrative  record.  In  some 
cases,  persons  have  not  submitted  such 
petitions;  rather  they  have  submitted 
new  data  and  information  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk  as  comments  on  the  panel 
report.  In  the  interest  of  expediting  the 
OTC  drug  review  and  because  FDA 
wishes  to  consider  all  pertinent  data 
and  information  that  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Hearing  Clerk.  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  prior  to  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  the 
agency  has  concluded  that  the  new  data 
and  information,  whether  or  not 
properly  filed,  should  be  available  to  the 
agency  in  developing  a  tentative  final 
order.  By  this  notice,  FDA  announces 
that  it  is  treating  these  submissions, 
received  after  the  administrative  record 
has  closed,  as  petitions  to  reopen  the 
administrative  record,  and  is  granting 
the  petitions  by  allowing  new  data  and 
information  contained  therein  to  be 
included  in  the  administrative  record  for 
OTC  skin  bleaching  drug  products.  This 
notice  serves  to  inform  interested 
persons  of  the  existence  of  these  data 
and  information  and  their  availability 
for  review  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Comments  on  these  data  and 
information  will  not  be  accepted  at  this 
time.  However,  interested  persons  will 
have  an  opportunity  to  submit 
conunents  and  additional  new  data  and 
information  at  times  to  be  specified  in 
future  Federal  Register  notices. 


Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

pH  Doc.  80-8506  FiM  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4110-0a-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

24  CFR  Part  570 

[Docket  No.  R-80-782] 

Community  Development  Block 
Grants;  Small  Cities  Program; 
Transmittal  of  Proposed  Rule  to 
Congress 

agency:  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  transmittal  of 
proposed  rule  to  Congress  imder  Section 
7(o)  of  the  Department  of  HUD  Act. 

SUMMARY:  Recently  enacted  legislation 
authorizes  Congress  to  review  certain 
HUD  rules  for  fifteen  (15)  calendar  days 
of  continuous  session  of  Congress  prior 
to  each  such  rule’s  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  This  Notice  lists  and 
summarizes  for  public  information  a 
proposed  rule  which  the  Secretary  is 
submitting  to  Congress  for  such  review. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Burton  Bloomberg,  Director,  Office  of 
Regulations,  Office  of  General  Counsel, 
451  7th  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410,  (202)  755-6207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Concurrently  with  issuance  of  this 
Notice,  the  Secretary  is  forwarding  to 
the  Chairmen  and  Ranking  Minority 
Members  of  both  the  Senate  Banking, 
Housing  and  Urban  Afiairs  Committee 
and  the  House  Banking,  Finance  and 
Urban  Affairs  Committee  the  following 
proposed  rulemaking  document: 

24  CFR  Part  570,  Subpart  F — Community 
Development  Block  Grants — Small 
Cities  Program  (FY 1981) 

This  proposed  rule  would  revise  the 
regulations  for  the  Small  Cities  Program 
for  Community  Development  Block 
Grants.  Most  of  the  changes  would 
clarify  existing  policies  and  procedures, 
but  some  substantive  changes  with 
respect  to  procedures  and  program 
standard  are  proposed.  The  important 
changes  are: 

1.  ^imination  of  the  housing  needs 
factors  as  part  of  the  selection  system; 

2.  A  new  method  of  computing  the 
poverty  needs  factors; 

3.  Replacing  criteria  dealing  with 
State  policies  and  a  community’s 
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position  as  a  regional  center  with  points 
awarded  at  a  State’s  recommendation; 

4.  Adding  impact  criteria  dealing  with 
economic  development  and  energy 
conservation:  and 

5.  A  new  standard  of  awarding  points 
for  participation  in  an  Areawide 
Housing  Opportunity  Man. 

(Section  7(o]  of  the  Department  of  HUD  Act, 
42  U.S.C.  3535(o).  Section  324  of  the  Housing 
and  Community  Development  Amendments 
of  1978) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  14, 1980. 
Moon  Landrieu, 

Secretary,  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

|FR  Doc.  so-snr  Filed  3-20-S0;  S:45  ml 
BILUNG  CODE  4210-0t-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

32  CFR  Part  892 

Part-Time  Career  Empioyment 
Program 

agency:  Department  of  the  Air  Force, 
Department  of  Defense. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  proposes  to  add  a  new  Part  892  to 
Subchapter  J  of  32  CFR,  consisting  of 
§  892.0  through  892.8.  This  new  part 
would  establish  a  continuing  program  to 
provide  permanent  part-time 
employment  opportimities  within  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force.  It 
implements  the  Federal  Employees  Part- 
Time  Career  Employment  Act  of  1978, 
Pub.  L.  95-437,  which  requires  agencies 
to  publish  their  regulations  in  proposed 
format  to  give  the  public  an  opportunity 
to  comment.  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  participate  in  the  rulemaking 
by  submitting  comments  to  the  contact 
person  listed  below. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
May  20, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Mr.  Edwin  V.  Wells,  HQ 
USAF/MPKS,  Room  5C-260,  The 
Pentagon,  Washington,  DC  20330. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Edwin  V.  Wells  or  Mr.  A.  Joseph 
Giarrusso,  telephone  (202)  694-2630. 

The  legal  authority  for  this  part  is  5 
U.S.C.  3401.  The  new  part  is  proposed  to 
read  as  follows; 

SUBCHAPTER  J— CIVlUAN  PERSONNEL 

PART  892— PART-TIME  CAREER 
EMPLOYMENT  PROGRAM 

Sec. 

892.0  Purpose. 

892.1  Policy  and  objectives. 


Sec. 

892.2  Definitions. 

892.3  Coverage. 

892.4  Exceptions. 

892.5  Restrictions. 

892.6  Responsibilities. 

892.7  Employment  ceiling. 

892.8  Fringe  benefits. 

Authority;  5  U.S.C.  3401. 

§  892.0  Purpose. 

This  part  states  the  basic  policy  and 
key  principles  of  the  Air  Force  Part- 
Time  Career  Employment  Program,  and 
assigns  responsibilities  to  management 
officials,  supervisors,  and  civilian 
personnel  officers.  It  implements  the 
Federal  Employees  Part-Time  Career 
Employment  Act  of  1978,  Pub.  L  95-437, 
by  establishing  a  continuing  program  in 
the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  to 
provide  permanent  part-time 
employment  opportunities. 

§  892.1  Policy  and  objectives 
It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Force  to 
provide  part-time  career  employment 
opportunities. 

(a)  To  the  maximum  extent  consistent 
with  agency  resources  and  mission 
requirements  for  positions  GS-1  through 
G^15  (or  equivalent). 

(b)  To  expand  the  number  and  scope 
of  permanent  part-time  employment 
opportunities  to  include  professional 
administrative,  technical  clerical,  crafts, 
trades,  and  other  occupations. 

(c)  To  provide  an  additional 
management  device  to  support  the 
achievement  of  equal  employment 
objectives. 

(d)  To  encourage  managers  at  all 
levels  to  eliminate  any  artificial 
constraints  which  inhibit  expansion  of 
part-time  employment. 

§892.2  Definitions. 

(a)  “Part-time  career  employment” 
means  regularly  scheduled  work  of  16  to 
32  hours  per  week  performed  by  an 
employee  who  has  an  appointment  in 
tenure  groups  I  or  II  and  who  becomes 
employed  on  such  part-time  basis  on  or 
after  April  8, 1979. 

(b)  “Tenure  group  I”  applies  to 
employees  in  the  competitive  service 
under  career  appointments  who  are  not 
serving  probation  and  permanent 
employees  in  the  excepted  service 
whose  appointments  carry  no 
restrictions  or  conditions. 

(c)  ‘Tenure  group  IF  applies  to  career 
employees  in  the  competitive  service 
serving  probation  and  to  career- 
conditional  employees.  It  also  includes 
employees  in  the  excepted  service 
serving  trial  periods,  or  whose  tenure  is 
equivalent  to  career-conditional  in  the 
competitive  service. 

(d)  Temporary  employment  For  the 
purpose  of  this  program,  temporary 


employment  means  employment  that  is 
time-limited. 

(e)  Intermittent  Employment 
Employment  on  an  irregular  basis 
without  a  prescheduled  tour  of  duty. 

§  892.3  Coverage. 

(a)  The  provisions  of  this  part  apply  to 
all  civilian  occupations  and  authorized 
positions  in  grades  GS-15  or  below  and 
equivalent  grades  in  other  pay  systems, 
and  to  part-time  career  employees  in 
tenure  groups  I  and  11,  unless  excluded 
under  one  of  the  following; 

(1)  Positions  requiring  a  mixed  tour  of 
duty.  A  mixed  tour  of  duty  consists  of 
annually  reaming  periods  of  full-time, 
part-time,  or  intermittent  service. 

(2)  Temporary  or  intermittent 
employees.  Employees  who  £u%  in  a 
temporary  or  intermittent  appointment 
status  as  defined  in  §  892.2  are 
specifically  excluded  from  coverage 
under  this  part  The  exclusion  fit)m  this 
program  should  not  be  interpreted  as  a 
prohibition  on  the  employment  of 
intermittent  or  temporary  part-time 
employees. 

(3)  Permanent  part-time  employees 
who  have  continuous  service  on  such  a 
schedule  beginning  prior  to  April  8, 1979 
are  not  affected  by  these  provisions. 

(b)  A  negotiated  agreement  which 
establishes  the  niunber  of  hours  of 
employment  a  week  takes  precedence 
over  this  part  until  such  agreement  is 
renogotiated. 

§  892.4  Exceptions  to  schedule  hours  of 
work. 

(a)  Part-time  positions  may  be 
established  with  a  scheduled  tour  of 
duty  of  less  than  16  hours  a  week,  if 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  mission.  No 
exception  may  be  made  to  employ  part- 
time  workers  regularly  for  more  than  32 
hours  per  week. 

(b)  Temporary  increase  of  hours 
above  32  hours  is  permitted  for  a  limited 
time  to  meet  workload  or  training  needs; 
however,  the  employees  schedule  must 
remain  at  16-32  hours  per  week. 

§  892.5  Restrictions. 

No  positions  occupied  by  a  full-time 
employee  will  be  abolished  in  order  to 
make  the  duties  of  such  positions 
available  to  be  performed  on  a  part-time 
basis,  nor  will  any  full-time  employee  be 
required  to  accept  part-time  employment 
as  a  condition  of  continued  employment. 
This  does  not  preclude  offering  part-time 
employment  in  lieu  of  separation  during 
reduction-in-force  (RIF)  when  no  better 
offer  exists. 

§  892.6  Responsibilities. 

(a)  Headquarters  USAF/MPK  has 
overall  responsibility  for  administration 
of  the  part-time  career  employment 
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program  through  the  Office  of  Civilian 
Personnel  Operations  (OCPO).  OCPO’s 
responsibilities  are  to: 

(1)  Establish  and  publish  annual  goals 
for  expansion  of  part-time  opportunities 
in  coordination  with  manpower  and 
EEO  program  officials,  and  in 
consideration  of  MAJCOM  projections. 

(2)  Review  goals  and  time  tables  for 
part-time  employment  developed  by  the 
MAJCOM  within  the  Air  Force. 

(3)  Prepare  semi-annual  Air  Force¬ 
wide  reports  on  the  part-time 
employment  program  for  transmittal  to 
the  Office  of  Personnel  management. 

(4)  Review  activity  programs  during 
regular  civilian  personnel  management 
surveys. 

(5)  Provide  advice  and  assistance,  as 
necessary  or  requested,  on  program 
development. 

(6)  Designate  a  member  of  the  OCPO 
staff  to  serve  as  the  Air  Force  part-time 
program  coordinator. 

(b)  Major  Command  Responsibilities. 

(1)  Establish  and  publish  goals 
consistent  with  mission  needs  and 
occupational  mix. 

(2)  Provide  consolidated  semi-annual 
reports  to  the  OCPO  on  program 
accomplishments. 

(3)  Identify  and  eliminate  command 
imposed  procedures  or  policies  which 
impede  expansion  of  part-time  career 
opportunities. 

(4)  Designate  a  part-time  coordinator 
who  will  serve  as  a  focal  point  within 
the  command  headquarters  on  this 
program. 

(c)  Installations.  (1)  Commanders  with 
assigned  Central  Civilian  Personnel 
Offices,  through  their  Directors  of 
Personnel  and  Civilian  Personnel 
Officers,  develop  local  part-time 
programs  which  implement  MAJCOM 
goals. 

(2)  Review  position  vacancies  as  they 
arise  to  determine  feasibility  of  filling  on 
a  career  part-time  basis.  Criteria  to  be 
used  when  making  determinations  may 
include:  Mission  requirements;  work 
load  fluctuations;  employment  ceilings 
and  budgetary  considerations;  applicant 
and  current  employee  interests;  and 
other  factors  based  on  current  needs 
and  circumstances. 

§  892.7  Employment  ceiling. 

Effective  October  1, 1980,  for  all 
employment  ceilings,  permanent  part- 
time  employees  (regardless  of  the  length 
of  scheduled  work  week)  will  be 
counted  as  a  fraction.  This  is  determined 
by  dividing  40  hours  into  the  number  of 
hours  of  the  part-time  employees 
regularly  scheduled  work  week  during 
the  last  pay  period  of  the  reporting 
period. 


§  892.8  Fringe  benefits. 

Permanent  part-time  employees  are 
eligible  for  retirement,  health,  and  life 
insurance. 

(a)  Retirement.  Retirement  benefits 
are  computed  in  the  same  way  for  all 
employees.  Annuities  are  based  on  an 
employee’s  length  of  service  and  the 
highest  average  annual  pay  received  for 
any  three  consecutive  years. 

(b)  Life  Insurance.  Permanent  part- 
time  employees  are  eligible  for  the 
federal  employees  group  life  insurance 
program.  *nie  actual  amoimt  of 
insurance  for  which  an  employee  is 
eligible  is  based  on  annual  salary,  but  in 
any  case  not  less  than  $10,000.  A  part- 
timer’s  annual  salary  is  the  amount  of 
hours  scheduled  to  work  during  a  leave 
year  times  hourly  pay  rate. 

(c)  Health  Benefits.  Permanent  part- 
time  employees  are  eligible  to 
participate  in  the  federal  employees 
health  benefit  program.  The  coverage  is 
the  same  as  that  provided  for  full-time 
employees,  but  the  employee  cost  for  the 
premiums  is  greater  for  people  who 
became  part-time  employees  on  or  after 
April  8, 1979.  For  these  employees  the 
government  contribution  is  prorated 
according  to  the  number  of  hours  the 
part-timer  is  scheduled  to  work.  For 
example,  a  part-time  employee 
scheduled  for  20  hours  a  week  will  pay 
the  employee  share  of  the  premiiuns 
plus  one-half  the  government’s  share. 
Part-time  employees  on-board  before 
April  8. 1979  can  continue  to  receive  the 
same  government  contributions  as  full¬ 
time  employees  for  as  long  as  they 
remain  part-time  without  a  break  in 
service. 

(d)  Annual  leave  is  earned  on  a 
prorated  basis  depending  upon  the  leave 
category  the  employee  is  in: 

(1)  Leave  Category  4-1  hour  for  each 
20  hours  of  work. 

(2)  Leave  Category  6-1  hour  for  each 
13  hours  of  work. 

(3)  Leave  Category  8-1  hour  for  each 
10  hours  of  work. 

Note. — ^Part-time  employment  status  does 
not  affect  the  240  hour  maximum  amount  of 
annual  leave  which  may  be  carried  over  into 
the  next  leave  year. 

(e)  Sick  leave  is  earned  at  the  rate  of  1 
hour  for  every  20  hours  in  pay  status. 

(f)  Leave-without-pay  (LWOP)  is 
charged  in  the  same  way  for  full-time 
employees. 

(g)  Court  leave  is  charged  in  the  same 
way  as  for  full-time  employees. 

(h)  A  part-time  employee  is  not 
eligible  for  military  leave. 


(i)  Part-time  employees  observe 
holidays,  if  the  holidays  fall  on  regularly 
scheduled  work  days. 

Carol  M.  Rose, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8660  FUed  S-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3S10-01-M 

VETERANS’  ADMINISTRATION 
38  CFR  Part  1 

National  Cemetery  System; 
Disinterments  From  National 
Cemeteries 

agency:  Veterans’  Administration. 
action:  Proposed  regulation. 

summary:  The  Veterans’  Administration 
proposes  to  revise  the  regulation 
concerning  disinterment  of  remains  from 
national  cemeteries.  The  signed  affidavit 
of  all  living  close  relatives  consenting  to 
the  proposed  disinterment  will  no  longer 
be  required.  In  lieu  thereof  a  notarized 
statement  of  one  person  certifying  that 
all  living  close  relatives  of  the  decedent 
consent  to  the  proposed  disinterment 
will  be  accepted.  Simplifying  the  process 
of  requesting  authority  to  disinter 
remains  will  reduce  paperwork  and 
inconvenience  to  living  close  relatives  of 
the  deceased. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  May  20, 1980.  It  is 
recommended  that  this  amendment  be 
effective  the  date  of  final  approval. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to: 
Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs 
(271A),  Veterans’  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20420. 

Comments  will  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  address  shown  above 
during  normal  business  hours  until  May 
30. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Earl  W.  Zieg  (202-389-5235). 

Additional  Comment  Information 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments,  suggestions, 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposal  to 
the  Administrator  of  Veterans’  Affairs 
(271A),  Veterans’  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20420.  All  written  comments  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  above  address  only  between  the 
hours  of  8  am  and  4:30  pm  Monday 
through  Friday  (except  holidays)  until 
May  30, 1980.  Any  person  visiting 
Central  Office  for  the  purpose  of 
inspecting  any  such  comments  will  be 
received  by  the  Central  Office  Veterans 
Services  Unit  in  room  132.  Such  visitors 
to  any  VA  field  station  will  be  informed 
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that  the  records  are  available  for  . 
inspection  only  in  Central  OfHce  and 
will  be  furnished  the  address  and  the 
above  room  number. 

Approved;  March  12, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson. 

Deputy  Administrator. 

Section  1.621  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1.621  Disintennents  from  national 
cemeteriet. 

(a)  Interments  of  eligible  decedents  in 
national  cemetery  activities  are 
considered  permanent  and  final. 
Disinterments  will  be  permitted  only  for 
cogent  reasons  and  then  only  with 

the  prior  written  authorization  of  the 
Chief  Memorial  Affairs  Director. 
Disinterments  and  removal  of  remains 
from  a  national  cemetery  activity  will  be 
approved  only  when  all  living  close 
relatives  of  the  decedent  give  their 
consent  or  in  recognition  of  a  court 
order  directing  the  disinterment 

(b)  All  request  for  authority  to  disinter 
remains  will  be  submitted  on  VA  Form 
40-4970,  Request  for  Disinterment  and 
will  include  the  following  information: 

(1)  A  full  statement  of  reasons  for  the 
proposed  disinterment 

(2)  A  notarized  statement  certifying 
that  all  close  living  relatives  of  the 
decedent  consent  to  the  proposed  * 
disinterment  "Close  relatives”  are 
defined  as  surviving  spouse,  parents, 
adult  brothers  and  sisters,  and  adult 
children  of  the  decedent  Copies  of  VA 
Form  40-4970  will  be  furnished  by  the 
Department  of  Memorial  Affairs. 

(c)  In  lieu  of  the  document  required  in 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  an  order  of 
a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction  will  be 
considered.  The  Veterans 
Administration  or  officials  of  the 
cemetery  should  not  be  made  a  party  to 
the  court  action  since  this  is  a  matter 
among  the  family  members  involved. 

(d)  Disinterment  of  the  remains  of  the 
dependent  of  a  veteran  which  were 
interred  in  a  national  cemetery,  based 
on  completion  of  VA  Form  40-4969, 
Agreement  for  Burial  (Dependent),  an 
agreement  by  the  veteran  to  be  buried  in 
the  same  or  adjoining  grave,  may  be 
authorized  by  the  Chief  Memorial 
Affairs  Director  upon  receipt  of  a 
written  request  on  VA  Form  40-4983, 
Request  for  Disinterment  (Dependent), 
from  the  veteran. 

(e)  Any  disinterment  that  may  be 
authorized  under  this  section  must  be 
accomplished  without  expense  to  the 
Government. 

(38  U.S.C.  1004(a)) 

[FR  Doc.  to-aes?  Piled  »-a0-«0;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  e32IMI1-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 
[FRL  1442-4] 

Missouri  Proposed  Revision  to  Air 
Quality  implementation  Plan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

summary:  The  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  in  1977,  requires  states  to 
revise  their  State  Implementation  Hans 
(SIPs)  for  all  areas  that  have  not 
attained  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS).  On 
October  25. 1979,  the  EPA  published  a 
proposed  rulemaking  in  the  Federal 
Register  (44  FR  61384)  proposing  action 
on  various  portions  of  the  Missouri  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revision 
submitted  to  the  EPA  on  July  2, 1979. 

The  SIP  revision  did  not  contain 
regulations  to  satisfy  requirements  for 
the  review  and  permitting  of  sources  of 
air  pollutant  emissions  in  nonattainment 
areas.  EPA  proposed  to  defer  action  on 
this  requirement. 

The  purpose  of  the  notice  is  to  advise 
the  public  of  regulations  to  correct  these 
deHciencies  which  were  adopted  on 
March  7, 1980,  by  the  MACC,  and  to 
solicit  comments  on  them.  The  EPA  has 
reviewed  these  regulations  and  is 
proposing  to  conditionally  approve  them 
as  meeting  the  requirements  of  Section 
172(b)(6),  Section  173,  and  Section 
172(b)(ll)(A)  of  the  Act 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  no 
later  than  April  21, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  William  A.  Spratlin,  }r..  Chief,  Air 
Support  Branch,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  Region  VII,  324  East 
11th  Street  Kansas  City.  Missouri  64106. 
Copies  of  the  state  submittal  and  the 
EPA  prepared  evaluation  document  are 
available  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  above  address.  Copies  are  also 
available  at  the  following  locations: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20460. 
Missouri  Department  of  Natural  Resources. 
2010  Missouri  Boulevard,  Jefferson  City. 
Missouri  65102. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Contact  Wayne  G.  Leidwanger  at  816- 
374-3791  (FTS  758-3791). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Part  D  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977 
requires  states  to  revise  their  SIPs  for  all 
areas  that  have  not  attained  the 
NAAQS.  The  requirements  for  an 


approvable  SIP  are  described  in  a 
General  Preamble  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  4. 1979  (44  FR 
20372),  supplemented  on  July  2, 1979  (44 
FR  38583),  August  28. 1979  (44  FR  20372), 
September  17, 1979  (44  FR  43761),  and 
November  23, 1979  (44  FR  67182).  The 
discussion  of  requirements  will  not  be 
repeated  in  this  notice. 

On  October  25, 1979,  the  EPA 
published  a  proposed  rulemaking  in  the 
Federal  Register  (44  FR  61384)  proposing 
action  on  various  portions  of  the  SIP 
revision  submitted  to  the  EPA  on  July  2, 
1979.  In  the  APPROV ABILITY  portion  of 
that  notice,  the  EPA  noted  that  the 
Missouri  SIP  revision  demonstrated  that 
the  MACC  has  statutory  authority  to 
issue  permits  to  construct  and  operate 
and  that  the  plan  contains  a 
commitment  to  requiring  the  lowest 
achievable  emission  rate  where 
necessary.  EPA  further  noted  that 
legislation  had  been  adopted  granting 
the  MACC  the  necessary  enabling 
authority  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act. 
However,  at  the  time  of  the  proposed 
rulemaking  no  regulations  had  been 
adopted  which  would  meet  the 
requirements  of  Section  173  of  the  Act 

The  EPA  discussed  four  options  that 
were  being  considered  concerning 
action  on  the  Missouri  plan  with  respect 
to  the  requirements  of  Section  172(b)(6) 
and  Section  173.  The  options  discussed 
were  disapproval,  conditional  approval, 
delayed  approval,  and  EPA 
promulgation.  The  EPA  solicited 
comments  on  the  issue  and  suggestions 
for  other  possible  alternatives.  No 
specific  action  was  proposed  on  the 
permit  requirements  of  Sections 
172(b)(6)  and  173. 

Eturing  the  comment  period,  the  EPA 
received  three  comments  on  the 
suggested  options,  but  no  suggested 
alternatives.  One  commentor  supported 
EPA  promulgation  at  the  national  level, 
the  State  of  Missouri  recommended 
conditional  approval,  and  another 
commentor  favored  any  of  the  options 
except  conditional  approval. 

National  promulgation  of  regulations 
satisfying  Section  173  was  dropped  as  a 
consideration,  because  the  state 
indicated  it  would  adopt  regulations  to 
satisfy  this  requirement. 

The  EPA  considered  conditional 
approval  as  an  alternative,  but  as  stated 
in  the  general  preamble,  conditional 
approvals  are  to  be  granted  for  minor 
deficiencies.  The  absence  of  new  source 
permit  regulations  required  by  the  Act  is 
not  a  minor  deficiency.  Therefore,  the 
EPA  has  not  been  able  previously  to 
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conditionally  approve  the  plan  with 
regard  to  the  requirements  of  Sections 
172(b)(6)  and  173. 

The  EPA  does  not  believe  that  a 
disapproval  would  have  been 
appropriate.  The  enabling  legislation 
needed  by  the  MACC  was  adopted  just 
prior  to  the  state’s  SIP  submittal,  thus, 
there  was  inadequate  time  to  adopt 
permit  regulations  required  by  the  Act 
prior  to  the  plan  submittal.  In  addition, 
the  State  of  Missouri  drafted  new 
regulations  for  the  purpose  of  complying 
with  the  requirements  of  Sections 
172(b)(6).  173,  and  172(b)(ll)(A).  The 
drah  regulations  were  published  in  the 
Missouri  Register  and  a  public  hearing 
was  held  on  February  27. 1980.  The 
MACC  adopted  the  regulations  on 
March  7  and  the  state  submitted  them  to 
the  EPA.  These  new  regulations  are 
contained  in  Title  10,  Division  10. 
Chapter  6  of  the  Code  of  State 
Regulations.  The  restrictions  on  new 
construction  in  the  Missouri 
nonattainment  areas  imposed  by 
Section  110(a)(2)(I)  of  the  Act  will 
remain  in  effect  imtil  an  EPA  approval 
of  the  state’s  new  source  review 
procedures  required  by  Part  D  of  the 
Act. 

In  reviewing  the  regulations,  the  EPA 
has  found  two  deficiencies  relating  to 
the  definition  of  potential  emissions  and 
the  review  of  modification  of  “Class  C 
sources  as  discussed  in  detail  below. 

The  EPA  proposes  to  conditionally 
approve  the  regulations  as  meeting  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act  because  the  state  has  provided 
assurances  that  it  will  submit 
corrections  by  a  specified  deadline.  This 
notice  solicits  comment  on  whether  the 
deficiency  is  a  minor  one  which  can  be 
conditionally  approved,  whether  other 
items  should  be  conditionally  approved, 
and  on  what  deadlines  should  apply  for 
meeting  the  conditions.  A  conditional 
approval  will  mean  that  the  restrictions 
on  new  major  source  construction  will 
not  apply  unless  the  state  fails  to  submit 
the  necessary  SIP  revisions  by  the 
scheduled  dates,  or  unless  the  revisions 
are  not  approved  by  the  EPA. 

'The  adopted  regulations  require  the 
alternate  site  analysis  prescribed  in 
Section  172(b)(ll)(A)  of  the  Act  for 
stationary  VOC  and/or  carbon 
monoxide  (CO)  sources  seeking  to 
locate  in  CO  or  ozone  nonattaiiunent 
areas  for  which  an  attainment  date 
extension  to  not  later  than  December  31. 
1987,  has  been  proposed.  The  permit 
program  contained  in  the  new 
regulations  generally  track  the 
requirements  found  in  Section  173  of  the 
Act,  including  requirements  for  offset  or 
accommodation  of  new  emissions. 


application  of  the  lowest  achievable 
emission  rate,  and  a  demonstration  that 
all  other  souces  owned,  operated,  or 
controlled  by  the  applicant  comply  with 
the  SIP.  The  state  has  also  agreed  to 
submit  as  necessary,  certain  offsets  as 
SIP  revisions.  However,  the  EPA 
believes  the  regulations  are  deficient  in 
defining  the  term  “potential  emissions.” 

On  September  5, 1979,  the  EPA 
published  proposed  changes  to  its 
regulations  affecting  new  source  review 
in  nonattainment  areas  (44  FR  51924) 
including  a  proposed  definition  of 
“potential  to  emit”  (44  FR  51958) 
(proposed  amendment  to  40  CFR  51.18). 
’The  proposal  included  a  definition  of 
annual  potential  emissions  of  a  source 
in  response  to  a  court  decision 
interpreting  relevant  portions  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  (Alabama  Power  vs. 
Costle).  A  full  discussion  of  the 
proposed  regulations  is  given  in  the 
September  5  Federal  Register  notice  and 
will  not  be  repeated  here. 

In  the  adopted  Missouri  regulations 
(Section  10-6.020(2)(P)(10),  the  term 
potential  emissions  is  defined  generally 
in  accordance  with  the  definitions 
included  in  the  EPA’s  proposed 
rulemaking  of  September  5,  except  that 
the  state  definition  allows  sources  to 
calculate  enforceable  permit  conditions 
on  operating  rates  and  hours  of 
operation  in  determining  annual 
emissions.  Existing  EPA  regulations 
allow  the  inclusion  of  such  permit 
conditions  but  do  not  allow  the 
consideration  of  air  pollution  controls  in 
determining  potential  annual  emissions. 
’The  state  relation  allows  the  inclusion 
of  dir  pollution  controls  in  making  such 
calculations.  ’Therefore,  the  state 
definition  is  less  stringent  than  either 
existing  federal  requirements  or 
proposed  new  requirements. 

liie  EPA  has  received  numerous 
comments  on  its  proposed  regulations 
and  has  not  yet  issued  final  i^es.  Until 
such  action,  it  is  EPA’s  policy  that  state 
regulations  must  be  consistent  with 
eiUier  existing  EPA  regulations  or  the 
proposal  of  September  5.  The  state 
definition  of  potential  emissions  does 
not  comply  with  this  policy  and 
therefore,  the  EPA  considers  the 
Missouri  regulations  to  be  deficient.  ’The 
EPA  believes  the  deficiency  is  a  minor 
one  because  the  air  quality  impact  of 
those  sources  which  would  escape  the 
Missouri  new  source  review 
requirements  would  be  minimal  because 
the  actual  emissions  fi'om  such  sources 
would  be  below  the  thresholds 
established  in  the  September  5  proposal.' 
The  state  has  agreed  to  change  its 
regulations  in  this  regard  so  that  they 
are  consistent  with  either  proposed  or 
final  EPA  regulations.  If  the  state  adopts 


EPA’s  proposed  definition  of  September 
5  and  Ae  EPA  changes  the  regulations  in 
final  promulgation,  the  state  will  have 
nine  months  in  which  to  make  the 
necessary  SIP  revisions  to  make  state 
regulations  consistent  with  EPA’s  final 
regulations. 

To  correct  the  second  deficiency, 
related  to  the  review  of  modifications  to 
major  stationary  sources  in 
nonattainment  areas  (Class  C  sources), 
the  regulation  must  apply  to  both  a 
modification  to  a  single  source  operation 
and  to  two  or  more  source  operations 
which  results  in  an  increase  in  potential 
emissions  greater  than  the  de  minimus 
levels  specified  in  the  regulation. 
Missouri’s  new  regulation  does  not 
require  a  permit  for  the  modification  of 
two  or  more  source  operations  within  a 
Class  C  source  if  each  modification 
results  in  an  increase  in  potential 
emissions  less  than  the  de  minimus 
levels  but  the  cumulative  increase  is 
greater  than  such  levels.  The  EPA 
believes  this  deficiency  is  minor 
because  the  resulting  adverse  air  quality 
impact  will  be  small.  It  would  be 
unusual  for  a  source  to  modify  more 
than  one  source  operation  without  at 
least  one  of  these  modifications 
exceeding  the  de  minimus  levels. 
’Therefore,  few  modifications  would 
escape  the  permitting  requirements;  and 
the  increase  in  emissions  will  be  small. 
The  state  has  agreed  to  change  its 
regulations  to  correct  this  deficiency. 

’The  draft  regulations  also  contain 
provisions  not  directly  related  to  Part  D 
of  the  Act.  but  rather  generally  relating 
to  prevention  of  significant  deterioration 
of  air  quality  in  areas  where  the  air 
quality  standards  are  not  being  violated. 
'These  latter  regulations  were  not 
required  as  part  of  the  Part  D  plan 
revision  and  EPA  is  proposing  no  action 
on  them  at  this  time. 

Proposec/AcZ/on;  The  EPA  proposes  ' 
to  conditionally  approve  the  ^ssouri 
regulations  contained  in  Title  10, 

Division  10,  Chapter  6  of  the  Code  of 
State  Regulations  that  establish  new 
permit  requirements  for  new  or  modified 
sources  to  be  located  in  nonattainment 
areas  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
Sections  172(b)(8),  172(b)(ll)(A),  and  173 
of  the  Act  with  the  following  two 
conditions: 

1.  By  March  1, 1981,  the  state  changes 
the  definition  of  potential  emissions  to 
be  consistent  with  the  EPA’s  proposed 
regulations  of  September  5, 1979.  If  in 
the  interim  prior  to  March  1, 1981,  the 
EPA  adopts  a  final  definition,  the  state 
may  fulfill  this  condition  by  adopting  a 
definition  consistent  with  EPA’s  final 
regulation;  and 

2.  By  March  1, 1981,  the  state  changes 
the  requirements  for  permitting  , 
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modifications  to  Class  C  sources  to  be 
applicable  to  both  a  modification  to  a 
single  source  operation  and  to  two  or 
more  source  operations  which  results  in 
an  increase  in  potential  emissions 
greater  than  the  de  minimus  levels 
specified  in  the  regulation. 

Conclusion:  The  public  is  invited  to 
submit  comments  on  whether  these 
regulations  should  be  approved  as  part 
of  the  Missouri  SIP.  The  EPA  also 
solicits  comments  on  whether  a  final 
action  based  upon  this  proposal  is 
appropriate. 

The  EPA  is  allowing  30  days  for  public 
comment  on  this  proposed  rulemaldng. 
The  availability  of  draft  regulations  was 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  15, 1980.  At  that  time,  EPA 
stated  the  comment  period  would  close 
30  days  after  the  publication  of  the 
proposed  rulemaking.  The  EPA  believes 
the  State  of  Missouri  has  adopted 
regulations  which  are  substantially 
similar  to  the  draft  regulations.  With  the 
publication  of  the  notice  of  availability 
and  the  30-day  comment  period  allowed 
on  this  proposed  rulemaking,  60  days 
will  have  been  allowed  for  public 
inspection  and  comment  on  this  , 

Missouri  SIP  revision.  By  acting 
expeditiously  upon  these  regulations 
when  submitted  as  a  SIP  revision,  the 
EPA  can  reduce  the  length  of  time  that 
the  Section  110(a](2)(I)  growth 
restrictions  will  be  applicable  in  an 
affected  area. 

Under  Executive  Order  12044,  EPA  is 
required  to  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“significant”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
procedural  requirements  of  the  Order,  or 
whether  it  may  follow  other  specialized 
development  procedures.  EPA  labels 
these  other  regulations  “specialized.” 

I  have  reviewed  this  regulation  and 
determined  that  it  is  a  specialized 
regulation  not  subject  to  the  procedural 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12044. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Section  110 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended. 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

Kathleen  Q.  Gamin, 

Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80-B723  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  661 

Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 
and  Scientific  and  Statistical 
Committee,  Public  Meetings 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 


action:  Notice  of  meetings. 


summary:  The  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council  and  its  Scientific 
and  Statistical  Committee  (SSC)  will 
conduct  special  meetings  on  the  fishery 
management  measures  adopted  by  the 
Coun^  for  the  1980  salmon  fisheries. 
When  a  Council  adopts  fishery 
management  measures,  they  are  sent  to 
the  Department  of  Commerce  for 
approval  or  disapproval.  If  approved, 
these  measures  become  the  basis  for  a 
proposed  rule. 

dates:  March  26-28, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  The  Council  meeting  will  take 
place  at  the  Auditoriimi,  Boimeville 
Power  Administration  Building,  1002 
N.E.  Holladay,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 
The  SSC  meeting  will  take  place  at  the 
Sheraton  Portland  Hotel,  1000  N.E. 
Multnomah,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lorry  Nakatsu,  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  526  S.W.  Mill 
Street,  Second  Floor,  Portland,  Oregon 
97201,  Telephone:  (503)  332-6352. 

SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council 
was  established  by  Section  302  of  the 
Fishery  Conservation  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (Public  Law  94-265),  and  the 
Council  has  established  a  Scientific  and 
Statistical  Committee  (SSC)  to  assist  in 
carrying  out  its  responsibilities. 

Pursuant  to  Department  of  Commerce 
Administrative  Order  DAO  201-2, 
Appendix  II-C,  Section  8.b(3),  the 
normal  20-day  advance  notice  of  a 
meeting  has  been  reduced  because  these 
special  meetings  are  being  held  in 
addition  to  the  regularly  scheduled 
meetings  for  developing  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  and  because  further 
delay  in  completing  the  plan  and 
submitting  it  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  would  result  in  a  failure  to 
conserve  and  manage  the  resource, 
contrary  to  the  purposes  of  the  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act  of 
1976,  as  amended.  The  Council  has 
advertised  these  special  meetings  in 
local  newspapers  and  mailed  notices  to 
interested  persons. 

Meeting  Agendas  follow 
Council 

Agenda:  March  27-28, 1980  (convening 
at  1  p.m.  on  March  27, 1980,  reconvening 
at  8  a.m.  on  March  28, 1980;  adjourning 
at  5  p.m.  on  both  days) — major  action 
will  be  the  consideration  of  the  Salmon 
Plan  Development  Team’s  latest 
analysis  of  the  fishery  management 
measures  the  Council  adopted  at  its 
meeting  on  March  11-12, 1980,  for  the 
1980  commercial  and  recreational 
salmon  fisheries  off  the  coasts  of 


Washington,  Oregon,  and  California. 

The  analysis  examines  the  impact  of  the 
adopted  regulations  on  the  resulting 
catches  and  spawning  escapements. 

Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee 

Agenda:  March  26-27, 1980  (convening 
at  1  p.m.  on  March  26, 1980,  reconvening 
at  8  a.m.  on  March  27. 1980;  adjourning 
at  5  p.m.  on  both  days) — discuss  the 
Salmon  Plan  Development  Team’s 
recent  analysis  of  the  regulations  the 
Council  adopted  on  March  11-12, 1980, 
for  the  1980  salmon  fisheries,  and  advise 
the  Coimcil.  The  meetings  are  open  to 
the  public. 

Dated:  March  19, 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohn, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

pni  Doc.  80-8908  Filed  3-20-80;  9:48  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  docunnents  other  than  rules  or  • 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  arxf  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

1980  Rice  Program;  Determinations 
Regarding  1980^rop  Rice  Set>Aslde 
Program  and  Land  Diversion  Payments 

agency:  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice  of  final  determination. 

summary:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  with  respect  to  the  1980- 
crop  of  rice  that  there  will  be  no  set- 
aside  program  and  no  land  diversion 
payments.  These  determinations  are 
required  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary  in 
accordance  with  provisions  of  Section 
101  [h]  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended. 

date:  March  20, 1980. 

ADDRESSES:  Production  Adjustment 
Division,  ASCS,  USDA,  3630  South 
Building,  P.O.  Box  2415,  Washington, 

D.C.  20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

George  H.  Schaefer,  (ASCS)  (202)  447- 
8480. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  notice 
that  the  Secretary  was  preparing  to 
make  determinations  with  respect  to  a 
set-aside  program  and  land  diversion 
payments  for  1980  crop  rice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  23, 1979,  (44  FR  61047)  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553  and 
Executive  Order  12044.  The  notice  also 
provided  that  the  Secretary  was 
preparing  to  make  determinations  with 
respect  to  the  loan  and  purchase  level, 
the  established  (target)  price  level,  and 
program  operation  provisions  for  the 
1980  rice  crop.  In  response  to  the  notice, 
41  responses  were  received.  Of  these  36 
commented  on  the  set-aside  option,  with 
34  opposed  to  the  program.  Two 
respondents  favored  a  set-aside 
program  with  one  suggesting  a  10  to  20 
percent  set-aside.  Fourteen  of  the  fifteen 


respondents  commenting  on  leuid 
diversion  were  opposed  to  the  program. 

Comments  were  also  received 
regarding  the  other  determinations 
proposed  to  be  made  by  the  Secretary. 
Final  determinations  on  these  items  are 
still  being  considered  and  will  be  issued 
in  the  near  futme. 

Accordingly,  the  Secretary  has  made 
the  following  determinations: 

Determinations 

1.  Set-aside  requirement.  It  is  hereby 
determined  that  there  will  be  no  set- 
aside  requirement  for  the  1980-crop  rice 
program.  Without  a  set-aside  program,  it 
is  expected  that  rice  acreage  in  1980  will 
be  about  2.96  million  acres.  Production 
would  likely  be  about  134  million 
hundredweights.  Total  supply  is 
estimated  at  about  169  million 
himdredweights.  Domestic  consumption 
and  exports  are  estimated  at  139  million 
hundredweights,  which  would  resiilt  in 
carryover  stocks  of  about  30  million 
hundredweights.  The  1980  estimated 
total  supply  reflects  only  a  slight 
increase  compared  to  the  1979  total 
supply  of  168  million  hundredweights. 
The  estimated  carryover  of  30  million 
hundredweights  reflects  a  decline 
compared  to  the  1979  carryover  of  35 
million  hundredweights.  Neither  the 
1980  estimated  total  supply  nor  the 
carryover  stocks  are  considered 
excessive. 

Should  adverse  weather  conditions 
prevail,  the  1980  estimated  total  supply 
and  carryover  stocks  could  be 
substantially  reduced.  For  these 
reasons,  it  has  been  determined  that  a 
rice  set-aside  program  is  not  needed  in 
1980. 

2.  Land  diversion  payments:  It  is 
hereby  determined  that  there  will  be  no 
land  diversion  payments  under  the  1980- 
crop  rice  program  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  such  payments  are  not  necessary  to 
assist  in  adjusting  the  total  national 
acreage  of  rice  to  desirable  goals. 

These  determinations  have  been 
reviewed  imder  the  USDA  criteria  • 
established  to  implement  Executive 
Order  12044.  “Improving  Government 
Regulations”  and  have  been  classified 
"significant”.  An  Approved  Final  Impact 
is  available  fi'om  George  H.  Schaefer 
(ASCS).  (202)  447-8480. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  17, 
1980. 

Bob  Bergland, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  SO-SSSZ  Filed  3-aa-8(k  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  3410-06-M 


Animal  and  Plant  HeaRh  Inapactlon 
Service 

Distribution  of  Rabies  Vaccine, 
Brucella  Abortus  Vaccine,  Burcella 
Abortus  Antigen,  and  TubercuNn-PPD 
Bovis— New  Restrictions 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice  regarding  addition  of 
resbictions. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  %vill  serve  to 
give  notice  that  under  the  provisions  of 
Title  9,  S  102.5(e)  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  the  Department  has  added 
the  following  conditions  to  all  U.S. 
Veterinary  Biological  Product  licenses 
for  Rabies  Vaccine,  Brucella  Abortus 
Vaccine,  Brucella  Abortus  Antigen,  and 
Tuberculin-PPD  Bovis. 

“Distribution  in  each  State  shall  be  limited 
to  authorized  recipients  designated  by  proper 
State  officials — ^under  such  additional 
conditions  as  these  authorities  may  require.” 

Hiese  conditions  will  provide 
additional  controls  on  the  distribution  of 
those  products  that  are  considered 
essential  to  strengthen  the  present 
programs  for  the  control  and  eradication 
of  certain  animal  diseases,  i.e.,  rabies, 
bovine  brucellosis,  and  bovine 
tuberculosis. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  R.  J.  Price,  Biologies  Licensing  and 
Standards  Staff,  USDA.  APHIS,  VS. 
Room  827,  Federal  Building,  6505 
Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD  20782, 
301-436-8245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

September  21. 1979,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at  44 
FR  54737  requesting  comments  on  the 
Department’s  proposal  to  add  conditions 
to  all  U.S.  Veterinary  Biological  Product 
Licenses  for  Rabies  Vaccine,  Brucella 
Abortus  Vaccine,  Brucella  Abortus 
Antigen,  and  Tuberculin-PPD  Bovis.  This 
notice  stated  that  such  vaccines  and 
antigens  would  be  required  to  have 
restrictive  statements  on  their  labels 
limiting  them  to  use  by  or  under  the 
direction  of  a  veterinarian  and  that 
distribution  of  these  products  by 
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licensees  would  be  made  subject  ot 
State  restrictions. 

One  hundred  and  fifty  comments  were 
received  regarding  the  notice.  Sixty-six 
responses  supported  the  proposed 
action  without  change.  Four  responses 
supported  the  need  for  further  controls 
on  the  distribution  of  these  products,  but 
objected  to  licensees  being  held 
responsible  for  distribution  by  second 
and  third  parties.  Seventy-two 
responses  objected  to  limiting  Rabies 
Vaccines  to  distribution  by  or  under  the 
direction  of  a  veterinarian  only.  Eight 
responses  objected  to  any  furdier 
restriction  on  the  distribution  of 
veterinary  biological  products. 

From  review  of  the  responses 
received,  it  was  evident  that  there  was  a 
lack  of  agreement  concerning  the  need 
and  justification  for  the  proposed 
restrictions  on  the  distribution  of  Rabies 
Vaccine.  Objections  coming  fi'om  some 
of  the  rural  areas  of  the  United  States 
indicated  a  need  for  flexibility  to  meet 
local  needs.  The  limiting  of  Rabies 
Vaccine  to  use  by  or  under  the  direction 
of  a  veterinarian  was,  therefore,  not 
imposed  on  a  nationwide  basis  as  done 
with  Brucella  Abortus  Vaccine,  Brucella 
Abortus  Antigen,  and  Tuberculin-PPD 
Bovis,  but  was  left  to  the  discretion  of 
each  State. 

United  States  Veterinary  Biological 
Product  Licenses  for  Rabies  Vaccine, 
Brucella  Abortus  Vaccine,  Brucella 
Abortus  Antigen,  and  Tuberculin-PPD 
Bovis  have,  therefore,  been  amended  by 
the  addition  of  the  following  condition: 

Distribution  in  each  State  shall  be  limited 
to  authorized  recipients  designated  by  proper 
State  officials — under  such  additional 
conditions  as  these  authorities  may  require. 

This  action  will  require  licensees  for 
these  products  to  contact  the  proper 
officials  of  each  State  to  determine  how 
the  products  may  be  distributed.  Each 
State  has  the  authority  to  restrict  the 
distribution  of  these  products  in 
accordance  with  local  needs,  including 
the  authority  to  restrict  Rabies  Vaccines 
to  use  by  a  veterinarian  only  or  to  use 
by  or  under  the  direction  of  a 
veterinarian  only. 

The  above  condition  has  been  added 
to  United  States  Veterinary  Biological 
Product  Licenses  for  the  following 
products: 


Ucenae 

numbers 

Code  Product  and  form  ofproducers 


1251.00  Brucella  abortus  vacdne, 

strain  19.  live  culture.......  52, 107, 188 

1251.01  Brucella  abortus  vaccine, 

strain  19,  live  culture _  188 

1575.80  *  Feline  panleukopenia-rabjes 

vaccine,  killed  virus,  ce> 
line  and  murine  origin «...  286 


Code 

Product  and  form 

License 
numbers 
of  producers 

1901.03 

Rabies  vaccine,  modified  live 
virus,  tissue  culture 
origin,  high  ceH  passage. 

SAD  strain . 

107, 124,  264 

1901.05 

Rabies  vaccine,  modified  live 
virus,  tissue  culture 
origia  high  cell  passage. 

SAD  strain . 

124 

1901.22 

Rabies  vaccine,  modified  live 
virus,  ceN  line  origin,  high 

egg  passage,  fluty  strain. 

189 

1901.23 

Rabies  vaccine,  modified  live 
virus,  cell  line  origin,  high 

ceH  passage,  SAD  strain. 

107 

1905.00 

Rabies  vaccine,  killed  virus. 

tissue  culture  origin . 

107 

1905.20 

Rabies  vaccine,  killed  virus. 

♦ 

ceH  line  origin  - - - 

225,227 

1905.51 

Rabies  vaccine,  kiHed  virus. 

murind  origNi.................—. 

266 

1905.55 

Rabies  vaccine,  killed  virus. 

murine  origin . 

266 

5011.00 

Brucella  abortus  antigea 

stained  antigen . 

107 

5302.00 

Tuberculin,  PPO  bovis. 

intradermic _ 

107 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th  day  of 
March  1980. 

J.  K.  AtweU, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services. 

[FR  Doc.  80-6629  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-34-M 


Federal  Grain  Inspection  Service 

Termination  of  Official  Services; 
Replacement  Agency  Will  Not  Be 
Designated  for  the  State  of  West 
Virginia 

agency:  Federal  Grain  Inspection 

Service. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  that  at 
this  time,  a  replacement  agency  will  not 
be  designated  to  provide  official 
services  in  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 
The  West  Virginia  Department  of 
Agriculture,  the  agency  formerly 
designated  to  provide  official  inspection 
services  in  West  Virginia,  chose  not  to 
pursue  meeting  requirements  for 
designation  under  the  United  States 
Grain  Standards  Act,  as  amended,  and 
accordingly  the  State’s  designation  to 
provide  official  grain  inspection  services 
within  the  State,  terminated  November 
19, 1978. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

J.  T.  Abshier,  Director,  Compliance 
Division.  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
(202)  447-8262. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

accordance  with  provisions  of  the 
United  States  Grain  Standards  Act,  and 
as  announced  in  the  August  29, 1979, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 


50621],  the  West  Virginia  Department  of 
Agriculture’s  (State  of  West  Virginia) 
designation  of  authority  to  provide 
official  inspection  services  was 
terminated,  effective  midnight, 
November  19, 1978. 

Interested  persons  were  given  until 
October  27, 1979,  to  submit  comments 
regarding  the  need  for  continuing  to 
provide  official  inspection  services  in 
West  Virginia  through  designation  of  a 
replacement  agency.  No  comments  were 
received  regarding  this  matter,  however, 
one  comment  was  received  regarding 
inspection  services  in  general  in  West 
Virginia. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matters  and  information  available  to  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  the 
Administrator  of  the  Federal  Grain 
Inspection  Service  (FGIS),  has 
determined  that  there  is  insufficient 
interest  concerning  designation  of  a 
replacement  agency  and  at  this  time  a 
replacement  agency  will  not  be 
designated  to  provide  official  services  in 
West  Virginia. 

This  action  does  not  preclude  any 
interested  party  fi'om  making  future 
application  for  designation  as  an  official 
agency  in  West  Virginia,  should  need  for 
such  action  be  demonstrated. 

In  accordance  with  Section  7(h)  and 
7A(c)(2)  of  the  Act,  the  FGIS,  where 
requested,  has  been  and  will  be 
providing  official  services  on  an  interim 
basis,  imtil  such  time  as  the  service  can 
be  provided  on  a  regular  basis  by  an  ’ 
official  agency  7  U.S.C,  79(h),  79a(c)(2), 
Persons  desiring  official  inspection 
services  should  contact  Mr.  Harry  F. 
Schadlich,  Field  Office  Supervisor. 
United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Federal  Grain  Inspection 
Service,  200  Granby  Mall,  Room  425, 
Norfolk,  Virginia  23510,  (804)  441-3120. 

(Secs.  8,  9,  Pub.  L.  94-582,  90  Stat.  2873,  2875 
(7  U.S.C.  79,  and  79a)) 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

L.  E.  Bartelt, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  80.8673  Filed  3-20-80;  6:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-02-M 


Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

Advisory  Council  on  Maternal,  infant, 
and  Fetal  Nutrition;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463), 
announcement  is  made  of  the  following 
Council  meeting: 

Name:  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Maternal,  Infant  and  Fetal  Nutrition. 

Date  and  time:  9:00  a.m.,  April  21-23, 1980. 
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l^ace:  Holiday  Inn,  250  South  First  Avenue 
Bast  Duluth,  Minnesota  55802. 

Purpose  of  meeting:  The  Council  will  continue 
its  study  of  the  Special  Supplemental  Food 
Program  for  Women,  Infants  and  Children 
(WIC)  and  the  Commodity  Supplemental 
Food  Program  (CSFP),  and  will  discuss  a 
wide  range  of  matters  concerning  the 
operations  of  these  two  programs. 

Proposed  agenda:  The  agenda  will  include 
discussion  time  for  the  following  issues: 
WIC  Program  proposed  income  eligibility 
requirements;  the  W^C  Program  food 
packages;  and  CSFP  regulations.  The 
Council  will  also  discuss  its  1980  report  to 
the  President  and  the  Congress. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  As  time  permits,  members  of  the 
public  may  participate  in  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  additional 
information  about  this  meeting  should 
contact  Lindy  Oahnk,  Supplemental 
Food  Programs  Division,  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250, 
telephone  (202)  447-8421. 

Carol  Tucker  Foreman, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Food  and  Consumer 
Services. 

March  13, 1980. 

[FK  Doc.  80-8327  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-30-M 


Soil  Conservation  Service 

Elm  Creek  (1250)  Watershed,  Texas; 
Intent  To  Prepare  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service;  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Intent  to  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  George  C.  Marks,  State 
Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  W.  R.  Poage  Federal  Building, 
101  South  Main  Street,  Temple,  Texas 
76501,  817-773-1711  ext.  331. 
notice:  Pursuant  to  Section  102(2](C)  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969;  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines  (40  CFR  Part  1500); 
and  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (7  CFR  Part  650);  The  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  being 
prepared  for  the  Elm  Creek  (1250) 
Watershed,  Runnels  and  Taylor 
Counties,  Texas. 

The  environmental  evaluation  of  this 
federally-assisted  action  indicates  that 
the  project  may  cause  local,  regional  or 
national  impacts  on  the  environment.  As 
a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  George  C 
Marks.  State  Conservationist,  has 
determined  that  the  preparation  and 


review  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for 
watershed  protection  and  flood 
prevention.  The  planned  works  of 
improvement  consist  of  acceleration  of 
technical  assistance  to  land  users  in  the 
application  of  land  treatment  practices 
which  will  protect  the  land  resource 
base,  sustain  production,  and  improve 
the  fish  and  wildlife  habitat,  and  a 
system  of  seven  floodwater  retarding 
structures  designed  to  reduce 
floodwater  damage. 

A  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  will  be  prepared  and 
circulated  for  review  by  agencies  and 
the  public.  The  Soil  Conservation 
Service  invites  participation  of  agencies 
and  individuals  with  expertise  or 
interest  in  the  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement.  The 
.draft  environmental  impact  statement 
will  be  developed  by  Mr.  George  C. 
Marks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  W.  R.  Poage 
Federal  Building,  101  South  Main  Street, 
Temple.  Texas  76501;  817-773-1711  ext 
331. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Progrem  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program — ^Pub.  L  83- 
566,  (16  U.S.C,  1001-1008)) 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Water  Resources, 
Soil  Conservation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8639  Filed  3-20-80;  &45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-1S-M 


Upper  Crooked  Creek  Watershed, 
Arkansas;  Deauthorization  of  Federal 
Funding 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Deauthorization  of 
Federal  Funding. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  W.  Mitchell,  Director, 

Watersheds  Division,  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
P.O.  Box  2890,  Washington,  D.C.  20013 
(202-447-3527). 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  Act, 
Pub.  L.  83-566,  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  Guidelines  (7  CFR 
Part  622),  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
gives  notice  of  the  deauthorization  of 
Federal  funding  for  the  Upper  Crooked 
Creek  Watershed  project,  Boone  and 
Newton  Counties,  Arkansas,  effective 
on  February  13, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program,  Pub.  L  83- 
566,  (16  U.S.C.  1001-1008]) 


Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Water  Resources, 
Soil  Conservation  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8837  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-18-M 


Upper  CulQtches  Bay  Watershed, 
Arkansas;  Deauthorization  of  Federal 
Funding 

agency:  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Notice  of  Deauthorization  of 
Federal  Funding. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  W.  Mitchell.  Director, 

Watersheds  Division,  Soil  Conservation 
Service.  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 
P.O.  Box  2890,  Washington,  D.C.  20013 
(202-447-3527). 

NOTICE:  Pursuant  to  the  Watershed 
Protection  and  Flood  Prevention  Act, 
Pub.  L.  83-566,  and  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service  Guidelines  (7  CFR 
Part  622),  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
gives  notice  of  the  deauthorization  of 
Federal  funding  for  the  Upper  Culotches 
Bay  Watershed  project.  Woodruff  and 
Prairie  Counties,  Arkansas,  effective  on 
February  13, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  Watershed  Protection 
and  Flood  Prevention  Program,  Pub.  L  83-566 
(16  U.S.C.  1001-1008)) 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Joseph  W.  Haas, 

Assistant  A  dministrator  for  Water  Resources, 
Soil  Conservation  Service. 

pit  Doc  80-8638  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3410-1S-M 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[Docket  37278] 

American  Airlines,  Inc.,  New  York*San 
Juan  Cargo  Service,  Enforcement 
Proceeding;  Further  Prehearing 
Conference  and  Notice  of  Hearing 

By  notice  dated  January  21, 1980  (45 
FR  5785,  dated  January  24. 1980)  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  above- 
entitled  proceeding  was  held  before  me 
on  February  13, 1980l  Notice  is  given 
that  the  prehearing  conference  will  be 
resumed  on  April  8, 1980  at  9:30  a.m. 
(local  time),  in  Hearing  Room  1003  D, 
North  Universal  Building,  1875 
Coimecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Notice  is  also  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding  will  be 
held  on  April  23, 1980,  at  9:30  a.m.  (local 
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Subpart  Q  Appllcatkms 


OstoSM 

Docket 

No 

DBtCfipion 

Mv.  11. 1960 _ 

_ 37834 _ 

.  Montana  Austria  Flugbetrieb  GeseINchafL  nU>.K,  c/o  Gary  B.  Garofato.  Boros  t  Qarofala 
P.C..  1 120  Connecticut  Avenue.  N.W.,  Suite  460.  Washington,  0.a  20036. 

Appication  of  Montana  Austria  Flugbotrieb  QaaeSschaR.  m.b>l.,  pursuant  to  Section  402  of 
the  Act  and  Subpart  Q  of  the  Board's  Regulatiorw  requests  a  foreign  air  carrier  permit  to 
engage  in  schedula  service  between  Vienno  and  New  York. 

Answers  may  be  fled  by  April  8, 1960. 

Mar.  1960 _ 

_ 37835-—.  Lone  Star  Airweys.  kw..  c/o  Hany  A.  Boamn,  234  Georgetoam  BuMmg.  2233  Wiaconsitt 

Averwe.  N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20007. 

Application  of  Lone  Star  Airways,  hic.  ptaauant  to  Part  201  and  Subpan  Q  of  the  Board's 
ReguMiona  and  Section  401  of  the  AcL  requests  a  certificate  to  engage  in  scheduled  air 
transportation  of  passengers,  property  and  marl  as  follows: 

Behaeen  the  terminal  point  Houston,  Texas  and  the  terminal  point  Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

Conforming  Appfcattons  and  Answers  are  due  Apr*  9, 1960. 

Mar.  19. 1960 _ 

_ 37839 _ 

.  Air  Florida,  kic-  c/o  Robert  P.  Silverberg,  Suite  435,  2020  K  StreeL  N.W-  Washington,  D.& 
20006. 

Application  of  /W  Florida,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401(b)  of  the  AcL  Parts  201  and  302  of 
the  Board's  Regulations  requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  it  to  engage  in  foreign  ak  transportation  with  respect  to  passengers,  property 
and  maiL  as  foSows: 

Between  the  terminal  point  MiamL  Florida  and  coterminal  points  in  Belgium,  The 
Netherlands  and  Switzerland. 

Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  are  due  April  6, 1960. 

Mar.  13.  I960.,--. 

_  37864 - 

.  Travel-GO-Round  Airlines,  Inc.,  c/o  James  M.  Burger,  Shaw,  Pittmaa  Potts  &  Trowbridge, 
1800  M  Street  N.W-  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

Applicalion  of  Travel-GO-Round  Airlines.  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart 
O  of  the  Board's  Procedural  Regulations  requests  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  auttxirizing  TGRA  to  engage  in  transatlantic  charter  air  transportation  of 
cargo.'Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  are  due  Aprs  10, 1980. 

Mar.  14. 1960 _ 

_  37855 _ 

.  British  Caledonian  Ainvays  Limited,  c/o  Martin,  Whitfield,  Smith  5  Bebchick,  1701  Pennsylva¬ 
nia  Avenue,  N.W-  SuMa  1102,  Washington,  D.C  20006. 

Appiicalion  of  British  Caledonian  Airways  Limited  pursuant  to  Section  402  of  the  Act  and 
Subpart  O  of  the  Board’s  Procedural  Regulations  requests  amendment  of  its  foreign  air 
carrier  permit  so  as  to  add  St  Louis,  Missouri  as  an  additional  U.S.  coterminal  point  to 
its  existing  segment  1  authorization,  B.cal  intends  to  operate  both  scheduled  arxl  charter 
services  over  the  St  Louis  route.  It  plans  to  inaugurate  SL  Loun/London  scheduled 
service  on  Aprs  30. 1980. 

Artswers  may  be  filed  by  Aprs  11, 1980. 

Mar.  14. 1980 _ 

_  37862 _ 

.  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles  International  Airport  Los  Angeles,  California  90009. 

Application  of  Continental  Air  Lines,  Inc.  pursuant  to  Section  401  of  the  Act  and  Subpart  Q 
of  the  Board  Regulations  requests  the  Board  to  ametxl  its  cerlificata  of  public  convert- 
ience  and  necessity  for  Route  29  so  as  to  authorize  it  to  perform  round  t^  nonstop  air 
transportation  between  Palm  Springs,  CA  on  the  one  haiid,  arxf  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco,  CA,  Portland,  OR  and  Seattle,  WA,  on  the  other. 

Conforming  Applications  and  Answers  may  be  filed  by  April  11, 1960. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8756  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6320-01-M 

time),  in  Hearing  Room  1003  B, 

Universal  Building  North,  1875 
Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C  20428,  before  me. 

For  information  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this 
proceeding,  interested  persons  are 
referred  in  the  Docket  Section  of  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C,  March  18, 1980. 
Marvin  H.  Morse, 

AJ.-ninistrative  Law  Judge. 

[Ooc.  80-8755  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6320-<>1-M 


[Docket  37867] 

Boston-London  Service  Case; 
Assignment  of  Proceeding 

This  proceeding  is  hereby  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  William  A. 
Pope  IL  Future  communications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Pope. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  17, 1980. 
Joseph  J.  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc  80-8754  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


Applications  for  Certificates  of  Public 
Convenience  and  Necessity  and 
Foreign  Air  Carrier  Permits 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  during  the 
week  ended  March  14, 1980  CAB  has 
received  the  applications  listed  below, 
which  request  the  issuance,  amendment, 
or  renewal  of  ceiUncates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  or  foreign  air 
carrier  permits  under  Subpart  Q  of  14 
CFR302. 

Answers  to  foreign  permit 
applications  are  due  28  days  after  the 
application  is  filed.  Answers  to 
certificate  applications  requesting 
restriction  removal  are  due  within  14 
days  of  the  filing  of  the  application. 
Answers  to  conforming  applications  in  a 
restriction  removal  proceeding  are  due 
28  days  after  the  filing  of  the  original 
application.  Answers  to  certificate 
applications  (other  than  restriction 
removals)  are  due  28  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  application.  Answers  to 
conforming  applications  or  those  filed  in 
conjunction  with  a  motion  to  modify 
scope  are  due  within  42  days  after  the 
original  application  was  filed.  If  you  are 
in  doubt  as  to  the  type  of  application 
which  has  been  filed,  contact  the 
applicant,  the  Bureau  of  Pricing  and 
Domestic  Aviation  (in  interstate  and 
overseas  cases)  or  the  Bureau  of 
International  Aviation  (in  foreign  air 
transportation  cases). 


[Order  80-3-66;  Docket  37496] 

Dallas  (Love  Field)-Oklahoma  City/ 
Albuquerque  Nonstop  Authority 
Proceeding 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Order  80-3-66,  Dallas 
(Love  Field]-Oklahoma  City/ 
Albuquerque  Subpart  Q  Proceeding 
(Docket  37496). 

SUMMARY:  The  Board  is  proposing  to 
grant  Dallas  (Love  Fieldj-Oklahoma 
City /Albuquerque  nonstop  authority  to 
Southwest  Airlines.  The  complete  text  of 
this  order  is  available  as  noted  below. 
dates:  All  interested  persons  having 
objections  to  the  Board  issuing  an  order 
making  final  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  shall  file,  by  April  21, 1980, 
a  statement  of  objections  together  with 
a  summary  of  testimony,  statistical  data. 


and  other  material  expected  to  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  stated  objections. 
Such  filings  shall  be  served  upon  parties 
listed  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Objections  to  issuance  of  a 
final  order  should  be  filed  in  the  Dockets 
Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428,  in  Docket 
37496,  which  we  have  entitled  the  Dallas 
(iMve  Fieldj-Oklahoma  City/ 
Albuquerque  Subpart  Q  Proceeding. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Donna  M.  Stright,  Bmeau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Coimecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20428,  (202)  673-5380. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Objections  should  be  served  upon:  the 
DallaS'Fort  Worth  Parties,  the  Tulsa 
Parties,  the  Oklahoma  Aeronautics 
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Commission,  the  Texas  Aeronautics 
Commission,  the  New  Mexico 
Department  of  Transportation,  the 
mayors  of  Oklahoma  City,  Tulsa,  Dallas, 
and  Albuquerque,  and  the  airport 
managers  of  Will  Rogers  World  Airport, 
Tulsa  International  Airport,  Love  Field, 
and  Albuquerque  International  Airport. 

The  complete  text  of  Order  80-3-^  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
N.W.  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  80-3-66  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C., 
20428. 

By  the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation:  March 
13, 1980. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

pH  Doc.  80-8757  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Order  80-3-101;  DockeU  37281  and  37880] 

Order  To  Show  Cause  and  Htness 
Investigation  of  Green  Mountain 
Airlines,  Ltd. 

agency:  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 
action:  Notice  of  Order  80-3-101.  To 
Show  Cause  and  Fitness  Investigation  of 
Green  Mountain  Airlines,  Ltd.,  Dockets 
37281  and  37880. _ 

summary:  The  Board  is  issuing  an  order 
in  which  it  tentatively  finds  and 
concludes  that  it  is  consistent  with  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  to 
grant  the  application  of  Green  Mountain 
Airlines,  Ltd.,  for  a  certificate 
authorizing  the  air  transportation  of 
persons,  property  and  mail  between  the 
terminal  point  Montpelier,  Vermont  and 
the  terminal  point  Boston, 
Massachusetts.  Certification  is  subject 
to  a  favorable  determination  of  the 
applicant’s  fitness  in  the  Green 
Mountain  Airlines,  Ltd.,  Fitness 
Investigation  (Docket  37880],  instituted 
concmrently.  In  addition,  the  Board 
tentatively  concludes  to  deny  Green 
Moimtain  Airlines’  request  for  removal 
of  Air  New  England’s  subsidy  for  the 
Montpelier-Boston  market. 

DATES:  All  interested  persons  having 
objections  to  the  Board  issuing  an  order 
making  final  the  tentative  findings  and 
conclusions  shall  file  by  April  21, 1980,  a 
statement  of  objections  together  with  a 
summary  of  testimony,  statistical  data, 
and  other  material  expected  to  be  relied 
upon  to  support  the  stated  objections. 
Such  filings  shall  be  served  upon  all 
parties  listed  below. 

ADDRESSES:  Objections  to  issuance  of  a 
final  order  should  be  filed  in  the  Dockets 


Section,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20428,  in  Docket 
37281,  application  of  Green  Mountain 
Airlines  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity. 

In  addition,  copies  of  such  filings 
should  be  served  on  Green  Mountain 
Airlines,  Air  New  England,  the  Agency 
of  Transportation  of  the  State  of 
Vermont,  the  Mayors  of  Montpelier  and 
Barre,  Vermont  and  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  the  Managers  of  Logan 
International  Airport  and  Barre- 
Montpelier  Airport  and  the  Governors  of 
Massachusetts  and  Vermont 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Janet  A.  Davis,  Bureau  of  Domestic 
Aviation,  Civil  Aeronautics  Board,  1825 
Connecticut  Avenue,  NW..  Washington, 
D.C.  20428;  (202)  673-5369. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  ’The 
complete  text  of  order  80-3-101  is 
available  from  our  Distribution  Section, 
Room  516, 1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Persons  outside 
the  metropolitan  area  may  send  a 
postcard  request  for  Order  80-3-101  to 
the  Distribution  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  March  14, 
1980. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8758  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6320-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Dextrlnes  and  Soluble  or  Chemically 
Treated  Starches  Derived  From  Com 
Starch  From  the  European  Community; 
Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  inform  the 
public  that  a  coimtervailing  duty 
investigation  has  resulted  in  a  final 
determination  that  the  European 
Community  has  given  benefits  which 
constitute  subsidies  within  the  meaning 
of  the  countervailing  duty  law  on  the 
manufactme,  production,  or  exportation 
of  dextrines  and  soluble  or  chemically 
treated  starches  derived  from  com 
starch.  A  cash  deposit,  bond  or  other 
security  in  the  amount  of  these  benefits 
is  being  required  at  the  time  of  entry  in 
addition  to  duties  normally  collected  on 
dutiable  shipments  of  this  merchandise. 


effective  date:  March  21. 

for  further  information  contact: 

John  J.  Kenkel,  International  Trade 
Adm^stration,  Office  of  Investigation, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone  (202)  566-5492. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  2, 1980,  a  notice  of  “Preliminary 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination’’ 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  121).  The  notice  stated  that  it  had 
been  preliminarily  determined  that 
benefits  bestowed  by  the  European 
Commimity  (EC)  and  the  Government  of 
the  Netherlands  upon  the  manufacture, 
production,  or  exportation  of  dextrines 
and  soluble  or  chemically  treated 
starches  derived  from  com  starch 
constitute  the  payment  of  boimties  or 
grants  within  the  meaning  of  section  303, 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1303)  (referred  to  as  “the  Act’’).  In 
a  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Febmary  27, 1980  (45  FR 
12860),  the  Department  informed  the 
public  that  under  the  terms  of  section 
102(a)  of  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979  (93  Stat.  189, 19  U.S.C.  1671  note) 
(the  Act)  investigations  under  section 
303  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  1303)  which 
were  pending  when  Title  I  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  became  effective  on 
January  1, 1980  terminated.  Furthermore, 
in  investigations,  such  as  com  starch, 
where  a  preliminary,  but  not  a  final, 
determination  had  been  made  by 
January  1.  the  matter  was  to  be  treated 
as  if  a  preliminary  determination  under 
section  703  of  the  Act  (93  Stat.  152, 19 
U.S.C.  1671(b))  had  been  made  on 
January  1, 1980.  In  accordance  with 
section  703(d)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat.  153, 19 
U.S.C.  1671  (d)),  the  net  amoimt  of  the 
subsidies  pro\dded.  directly  or 
undirectly,  upon  the  manufacture, 
production  or  exportation  of  this 
merchandise  was  estimated  to  be  34.4% 
ad  valorem,  liquidation  of  entries  was 
suspended  effective  January  1, 1980,  and 
from  January  1,  until  further  notice  a 
cash  deposit,  bond  or  other  security  in 
an  amount  equal  to  the  net  subsidy  was 
required  on  all  entries,  or  withdrawals 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption.  The 
EC  comprises  Belgium,  Denmark,  The 
Federal  Republic  of  Germany,  France, 
Ireland,  Italy.  Luxembourg,  the 
Netherlands,  and  the  United  Kingdom. 
Imports  covered  by  this  investigation 
are  classified  imder  item  493.30,  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA)  and  include  only 
those  dextrines  and  soluble  or 
chemically  treated  starches  derived 
from  com  starch.  The  EC  benefits  in 
question  are  in  the  form  of  two  types  of 
payments  made  under  the  EC’s  Common 
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Agricultural  Policy  (CAP):  “Production 
refund  payments”  and  “export 
restitution  payments”.  A  minimum  price 
for  com  has  been  established  under  the 
CAP  in  order  to  support  the  price  level 
of  com.  Production  refund  payments 
(equal  to  $45.82  per  ton)  are  made  to 
processors  of  the  subject  merchandise 
who  purchase  com  at  the  support  price. 
The  full  value  of  these  payments  is 
considered  a  subsidy  to  those 
processors. 

Exporters  of  the  subject  merchandise 
receive  export  restitution  payments 
based  on  an  established  formula  for 
each  unit  of  eligible  merchandise 
exported  from  the  EC.  These  payments 
also  constitute  a  subsidy  because  they 
confer  a  direct  benefit  on  the  exported 
merchandise. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  determined, 
pursuant  to  section  705(a)(1)  of  the  Act 
(93  Stat.  159, 19  U.S.C.  1671d(a)(l)),  that 
a  subsidy  is  being  provided  by  the  EC 
with  respect  to  dextrines  and  soluble  or 
chemically  treated  starches  derived 
form  com  starch. 

The  preliminary  determination  stated 
a  subsidy  of  34.4  percent  ad  valorem. 
Since  the  average  price  of  the  product 
differs  in  all  the  countries  concerned,  it 
would  be  inequitable  to  qi^sess  an  ad 
valorem  duty  in  this  case.  Instead,  it  has 
been  determined  to  assess  the  duty  on  a 
volume  basis. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with 
§  355.33(e)  of  the  Commerce  Regulations 
(19  CFR  355.33(e).  45  FR  4946)  and  until 
further  notice,  the  net  amount  of  the 
subsidies  bestowed  on  the  merchandise 
subject  to  this  investigation  has  been 
estimated  to  be  $183.17  per  metric  ton 
for  imports  of  the  subject  merchandise 
fi'om  all  coimtries  of  the  EC. 

The  preliminary  determination  also 
stated  that  the  Government  of  the 
Netherlands  provides  financial 
assistance  to  some  of  the  com  starch 
producers  in  that  country.  This 
assistance  is  given  under  the  authority 
of  the  Wet  Investeringsrekening  (WIR) 
law.  This  law  operates  via  an 
Investment  Account  whose  purpose  is  to 
stimulate  and  guide  investments  in  the 
Netherlands  particularly  in  the  interest 
of  employment.  It  aims  at  promoting 
small-scale  enterprise,  regional 
economic  development,  town  and 
country  planning,  and  major  projects. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the  sole 
Dutch  exporter  of  com  starch  and/or 
derivatives,  Cooperatieve  Verkoop-en 
Produktievereniging  van  Aardappelmeel 
en  Oerivaten  AVEBE  G.A..  (AV^E),  is 
a  recipient  of  financial  assistance  under 
the  WIR.  This  assistance  is  given  under 
a  general  government  program  for 
regional  economic  development. 

Because  it  confers  a  direct  grant  upon 


the  company  it  is  deemed  a  subsidy 
under  the  Act.  AVEBE  received 
approximately  $4.12  million  in  1979,  the 
latest  year  for  which  data  is  available. 
When  this  figure  is  divided  by  the 
volume  of  all  of  AVEBE’s  production  for 
the  same  year,  the  average  benefit  per 
ton  can  be  established.  Using  this 
methodology,  it  is  determined  that 
average  benefit  of  the  Government’s 
subsidy  for  all  of  AVEBE’s  production  in 
1979  was  $7.49  per  metric  ton.  This 
subsidy  is  determined  to  be 
countervailable  since  it  is  a  direct  grant 
to  AVEBE  from  the  Government 

In  addition  to  investment  support  the 
Government  of  the  Netherlands  provides 
guarantees  for  AVEBE  and  loans 
extended  by  private  banks.  No 
measurable  countervailable  subsidy 
exists,  because  the  loans  were  made  at 
commercially  available  rates. 

Therefore,  since  AVEBE  is  the  sole 
Dutch  exporter  of  com  starch  and/or 
derivatives,  the  coimtervailable  rate  of 
duty  to  be  paid  for  imports  from  the 
Neiherlands  due  to  subsidies  given  by 
its  Government  is  determined  to  be  $7.49 
per  metric  ton.  This  is  in  addition  to  the 
rate  of  $183.17  per  metric  ton  to  be  paid 
for  imports  of  com  starch  and  its 
derivatives  from  all  EC  countries. 

Pursuant  to  section  776  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat.  186, 19 
U.S.C.  1677e),  the  accuracy  of  the 
information  was  verified.  The 
information  concerning  the  EC  subsidy 
was  verified  in  a  published  statement  of 
the  subsidy  in  the  “Official  Journal  of 
the  European  Communities.”  and 
certified  by  its  U.S.  office.  The 
verification  of  the  Dutch  subsidy  was 
performed  by  a  Department  of 
Commerce  official  who  examined  the 
books  and  records  of  the  sole  exporter 
of  this  product.  This  exporter  received 
the  subsidy  imder  the  authority  of  the 
Wet  Investeringsrekening  (WIR)  law. 
Verification  was  made  of  the  amount  of 
the  subsidy  received  and  the  total 
export  sales  of  the  company.  The 
verification  confirmed  that  the  amoimt 
of  the  grant  was  countervailable  under 
U.S.  law. 

In  order  to  allow  Customs  ofilcials  to 
distinguish  the  merchandise  not  subject 
to  it.  ^ose  officials  may  take  whatever 
administrative  actions  are  necessary, 
such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  requiring 
manufacturer’s  certification  of  the 
material  origin  if  shipments  and/or  a 
detailed  invoice  description  of  the 
merchandise. 

Effective  on  or  after  March  21. 1980 
and  until  further  notice,  upon  the  entry, 
or  withdrawal  fix)m  warehouse,  for 
consumption  of  such  dextrines  and 
soluble  or  chemically  treated  starches 
derived  from  com  strarch  which  benefits 


from  these  subsides  and  which  are 
imported  directly  or  indirectly  from  the 
EC,  there  shall  be  collected,  in  addition 
to  any  other  duties  estimated  or 
determined  to  be  due.  estimated 
coimtervailing  duties  in  the  form  of  a 
cash  deposit,  bond  or  other  security  in 
the  amoimt  ascertained  in  accordance 
with  the  above  declaration. 

The  suspension  of  liquidation  ordered 
in  the  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  February  27, 1980  (45  FR 
12860),  remains  in  effect  imtil  further 
notice.  However,  the  cash  deposit,  bond 
or  other  secuirty  required  for  entries 
made  subsequent  to  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  final  determination 
shall  be  in  an  amoimt  equal  to  the 
estimated  net  subsidy  declared  herein. 
To  the  extent  that  it  can  be  established 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Trade  Administration  that 
imports  of  the  subject  merchandise  from 
the  EC  are  benefiting  from  a  subsidy 
smaller  than  the  amount  which 
otherwise  would  be  applicable  under 
the  above  declaration,  the  smaller 
amount  so  established  shall  be  assessed 
and  collected. 

Any  merchandise  subject  to  the  terms 
of  this  order  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
benefited  from  a  subsidy  if  such  subsidy 
has  been  or  will  be  credited  or 
bestowed,  directly  or  indirectly,  upon 
the  manufacture,  production  or 
exportation  of  dextrines  and  slouble  or 
chemically  treated  starches  derived 
from  com  starch  from  the  EC.  This  final 
determination  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  705(d)  of  the  Act  (93  Stat  160, 19 
U.S.C.  1671d(d)). 

Stanley  J.  Marcuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  International 
Trade. 

March  18. 1980 

[FR  Doc.  80-8738  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3610-22-M 


Melamine  In  Crystal  Form  From  Italy; 
Antidumping:  Determination  of  Sales 
at  Less  than  Fair  Value 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  it  has  been  determined  that 
melamine  in  crystal  form  from  Italy  has 
been  sold  to  the  United  States  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of 
section  735  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended.  Sales  at  less  than  fair  value 
generally  occur  when  merchandise 
exported  to  the  United  States  is  sold  in 
the  United  States  at  a  price  which  is  less 
than  (a)  the  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  sold  in  the  home  market. 
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(b)  in  the  absence  of  a  viable  home 
market,  the  price  at  which  it  is  sold  in  a 
third  coimtry,  or  (c)  a  constructed  value. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Stuart  Keitz,  Office  of  Investigations, 
International  Trade  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202-566-5492). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
March  23, 1979,  information  was 
received  in  proper  form  pursuant  to 
§  §  153.26  and  153.27,  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  153.26, 153.27],  from 
counsel  acting  on  behalf  of  Melamine 
Chemicals,  Inc.  (MCI),  Donaldsonville, 
Louisiana,  alleging  that  imports  of 
melamine  in  crystal  form  from  Italy  are 
being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less 
than  fair  value  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  160  et  seq.).  An  “Antidumping 
Proceeding  Notice”  indicating  that  there 
was  evidence  on  record  concerning 
injury  to,  or  likelihood  of  injury  to.  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of  May 
1, 1979  (44  FR  25555).  A  “Witholding  of 
Appraisement  Notice”  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  13, 
1979  (44  FR  65515). 

The  merchandise  under  consideration  • 
is  described  as  “melamine  in  crystal 
form”  provided  for  in  item  425.1020  of 
the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States 
Annotated  (TSUSA).  In  accordance  with 
section  102(b)(2)  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  (19  U.S.C.  1671 
note),  this  matter  is  being  treated  as  if  a 
preliminary  determination  under  section 
733  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
(93  Stat.  163, 19  U.S.C.  1673b)  had  been 
made  on  January  1, 1980.  Accordingly, 
liquidation  has  been  suspended  on  all 
entries,  or  withdrawals  from  wsu'ehouse. 
for  consumption  of  the  subject 
merchandise  from  Italy  on  or  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  “Withholding 
of  Appraisement  Notice”  in  the  Federd 
Register. 

Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value 

On  the  basis  of  the  information 
developed  in  the  investigation  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  below,  pursuant  to 
section  735  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (93  Stat  169, 19  U.S.C.  1673d].  I 
hereby  determine  that  melamine  in 
crystal  form  from  Italy  is  being,  or  is 
likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  States  at 
less  than  its  fair  value. 

Statement  of  Reasons  for  this 
Determination 

a.  Scope  of  the  Investigation.  Virtually 
all  the  subject  merchandise  from  Italy 
sold  for  export  to  the  United  States 


during  the  investigatory  period 
(November  1, 1978,  through  April  30, 
1979]  was  sold  by  Montedison,  S.p.A. 
The  investigation,  therefore,  was  limited 
to  this  company. 

b.  Basis  of  Comparison.  For  the 
purpose  of  considering  whether  the 
merchandise  in  question  is  being,  or  is 
likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  the 
proper  basis  of  comparison  is  between 
the  purchase  price  and  the  home  market 
price  of  such  merchandise.  Purchase 
price,  as  defined  in  section  772  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat. 
181, 19  U.S.C.  1677a),  was  used  since  all 
United  States  sales  were  made  to 
unrelated  customers  prior  to  the 
importation  of  the  merchandise.  Home 
market  price,  as  defined  in  {  353.3, 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR  353.3, 45 
FR  8191),  was  used  since  such 
merchandise  was  sold  in  sufficient 
quantities  in  the  home  market  to  provide 
an  adequate  basis  of  comparison  for  fair 
value  purposes. 

In  accordance  with  §  353.38(a], 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR 
353.38(a),  45  FR  8200),  pricing 
information  was  gathered  concerning 
sales  to  the  United  States  and  home 
market  sales  during  the  period 
November  1, 1978,  through  April  30, 

1979. 

c.  Purchase  Price.  For  purposes  of  this 
determination,  purchase  price  has  been 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  CIF,  duty- 
paid  price  to  the  unrelated  United  States 
customer.  Deductions  have  been  made 
for  ocean  freight,  brokerage  fees,  duty, 
and  foreign  inland  freight,  where 
applicable. 

d.  Home  Market  Prices.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  determination,  fair 
value  has  been  calculated  on  the  basis 
of  the  weighted-average  price  in  the 
home  market  to  unrelated  purchasers.  A 
deduction  was  made  for  inland  freight 
and  an  adjustment  was  made  for  a 
packing  differential.  Adjustments 
claimed  for  year-end  discounts  and 
discounts  for  cash  payment  or  payment 
in  advance  were  not  allowed  because 
they  could  not  be  adequately  quantified 
nor  could  they  be  directly  related  to  the 
sales  imder  consideration,  as  required 
by  §353.15,  Commerce  Regulations  (39 
CFR  353.15, 45  FR  8194).  A  claimed 
adjustment  for  technical  services  was 
not  allowed  since  this  was  not  directly 
attributable  to  sales  under  consideration 
as  required  by  section  353.15  but  rather 
was  more  in  the  nature  of  an  expense 
for  general  research  and  development. 
Claimed  adjustments  for  salesmen’s 
salaries,  administrative  expenses,  and 
inventory  warehousing  costs  were  not 
allowed  since  these  were  not  directly  . 


related  to  the  sales  under  consideration 
as  required  by  §  353.15. 

e.  Result  of  Fair  Value  Comparisons. 
Using  the  above  criteria,  purchase  price 
is  lower  than  the  home  market  price  of 
such  merchandise.  Comparisons  were 
made  on  100  percent  of  the  sales  to  the 
United  States  during  the  period  of 
investigation.  Margins  were  found  on 
100  percent  of  the  sales  examined.  The 
margins  range  from  15.2  to  34.4  percent, 
and  the  weighted  average  margin  is 
31.05  percent. 

Verification  of  submitted  data  was 
accomplished  by  random  selection  of 
response  information  and  subsequent 
examination  of  related  financial  ledgers, 
records  and  commercial  documents  at 
the  respondent’s  premises. 

Interested  persons  have  been 
provided  an  opportimity  to  present 
views  in  accordance  with  §  353.44(e). 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR 
353.44(e).  45  FR  8203). 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  353.44(f),  Commerce  Regulations  (19 
CFR  353.44(f)  45  FR  8203). 

Stanley  J.  Marcuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  far  Trade 
Administration. 

pH  Doc.  80-8735  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 


Portable  Electric  Typewriters  From 
Japan;  Antidumping:  Determination  of 
Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair  Value 

agency:  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  than  Fair  Value. 

summary:  This  notice  is  to  advise  the 
public  that  an  antidumping  investigation 
has  resulted  in  a  determination  that 
portable  electric  typewriters  from  Japan 
have  been  sold  in  the  United  States  at 
less  than  fair  value  within  the  meaning 
of  section  731  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  by  the  Trade  Agreements 
Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L  96-39,  July  26. 1979; 
93  Stat.  162).  Sales  at  less  ffian  fair  value 
generally  occur  when  merchandise 
exported  to  the  United  States  is  sold  in 
the  U.S.  at  a  price  which  is  less  than  (a) 
the  price  of  such  or  similar  merchandise 
sold  in  the  home  market  (b)  in  the 
absence  of  a  viable  home  market,  the 
price  at  which  it  is  sold  to  a  third 
country,  or  (c)  a  constructed  value.  ’This 
case  is  being  referred  to  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
for  a  determination  concerning  possible 
injury  to  an  industry  in  the  United 
States. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21. 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Steven  S.  Lim,  Office  of  Investigations. 
Import  Administration,  U.S.  Department 
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of  Commerce,  Room  3850,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20230,  telephone  (202) 
566-8235. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
9, 1979,  information  was  received  in 
proper  form  pursuant  to  S  S  153.26  and 
153.27,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153.26, 153.27),  from  counsel  acting  on 
behalf  of  the  Smith-Corona  Group, 
Consumer  Products  Division,  SCM 
Corporation,  New  Canaan,  Coimecticut, 
alleging  that  portable  electric 
typewriters  from  Japan  are  being,  or  are 
likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act  of  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160 
et  seg.].  An  “Antidumping  Proceeding 
Notice”  indicating  that  there  was  . 
evidence  on  record  concerning  injury,  or 
likelihood  of  injury,  to  an  industry  in  the 
United  States  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  18, 1979  (44  FR 
29191).  A  notice  of  “Extension  of 
Antidiunping  Investigatory  Period”  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  15, 1979  (44  FR  68853).  A 
tentative  determination  of  sales  at  less 
than  fair  value  and  a  notice  of 
“Withholding  of  Appraisement”  was 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
January  2, 1980  (45  FR  1220).  For 
purposes  of  this  notice,  portable  electric 
typewriters  are  provided  for  in  item 
676.0510,  Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United 
States  Annotated. 

Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  than  Fair 
Value 

On  the  basis  of  information  developed 
during  investigations  conducted  by 
Customs  and  ^e  Department  of 
Commerce  and  for  the  reasons  noted 
below,  pursuant  to  section  735  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat 
169, 19  U.S.C.  1673d),  I  hereby  determine 
that  the  United  States  price  of  portable 
electric  typewriters  from  Japan  is  less 
than  the  fair  value,  and  thereby  the 
foreign  market  value,  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise. 

Statement  of  Reasons  on  Which  This 
Determination  is  Based 

a.  Scope  of  the  Investigation.  Virtually 
all  the  imports  of  the  subject 
merchandise  from  Japan  were 
manufactured  by  Nakajima  All  Co.,  Ltd., 
Silver  Seiko  Co.  Ltd.,  and  Brother 
Industries,  Ltd.  Therefore,  the 
investigation  was  limited  to  these  three 
manufacturers. 

b.  Basis  of  Comparison.  For  purposes 
of  this  determination,  the  basis  of 
comparison  was  between  purchase  price 
and  the  adjusted  home  market  price  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise  on  all 
shipments  by  Nakajima  All  Company. 

On  shipments  by  Silver  Seiko  Co.  and 
Brother  Industries,  Ltd.,  the  basis  of 


comparison  was  purchase  price  or 
exporter’s  sales  price,  as  appropriate, 
and  the  adjusted  home  market  price  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise. 

Purchase  price,  as  defined  in  section 
772(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (93  Stat  181, 19  U.S.C. 
1677a(G)),  was  used  for  those  shipments 
to  the  U.S.  where  the  sales  were  made  to 
unrelated  U.S.  customers.  Exporter’s 
sales  price,  as  defined  in  section  772(c) 
of  the  Act  (93  Stat  181, 19  U.S.C. 
1677a(C)),  was  used  for  those  sales  by 
Silver  Seiko  and  Brother  Industries 
which  were  made  to  U.S.  firms  related 
to  those  manufacturers  within  the 
meaning  of  section  771(13)  of  the  Act  (93 
Stat  180, 19  U.S.C.  1677(13)). 

Silver  Seiko  and  Brother  contended 
that  home  market  price  should  not  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  comparison  on  the 
groimd  that  the  quantity  of  sales  of  the 
subject  merchandise  in  the  home  market 
was  insufficient  to  provide  an  adequate 
basis  for  comparison.  However,  since 
sales  in  the  home  market  by  both 
manufacturers  were  greater  than  5 
percent  of  the  total  sales  to  coimtries 
other  than  the  United  States,  in 
accordance  with  §  353.4(a),  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.4(a),  45  FR 
8191),  it  has  been  determined  that  there 
were  sales  in  sufficient  quantities  in  the 
home  market  to  provide  a  basis  of 
comparison  for  fair  value  purposes. 

In  accordance  with  §  353.38(a), 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR 
353.38(a],  45  FR  8200),  pricing 
information  was  gathered  concerning 
sales  to  the  United  States  and  home 
market  sales  during  the  period 
November  1, 1978,  through  April  30, 

1979. 

c.  Purchase  Price.  For  purposes  of  this 
determination,  purchase  price  was 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  the  f.o.b. 
packed  price  to  the  United  States,  with 
deductions,  where  applicable,  for  inland 
freight,  handling,  commissions,  shipping, 
and  loading  charges.  Silver  Seiko’s 
selling  price  to  one  of  its  U.S.  purchasers 
was  subject  to  an  exchange  rate 
agreement.  Generally,  this  agreement 
provides  for  an  adjustment  to  the  selling 
price  of  the  merchandise  to  account  for 
fluctuations  in  the  exchange  rate.  The 
net  selling  price,  after  adjustment  for 
exchange  rate  fluctuations  in 
accordance  with  the  agreement,  was 
used  for  sales  involving  this  U.S. 
purchaser.  Subsequent  to  the  tentative 
determination.  Brother  provided 
information  which  indicated  that  certain 
U.S.  customers  paid  higher  prices  to  the 
U.S.  subsidiary  for  the  subject 
merchandise.  This  higher  price  was  used 
as  the  starting  price  instead  of  the 
transfer  price  (between  the  parent  and 
subsidiary  company)  when  arriving  at 


the  net  selling  price,  resulting  in  a  small 
decrease  in  the  dumping  margin. 

d.  Exporter's  Sales  Price.  For  the 
purpose  of  this  determination,  exporter’s 
sales  price  was  calculated  on  the  basis 
of  the  selling  price  to  unrelated  U.S. 
dealers,  with  deductions,  where 
applicable,  for  Japanese  inland  freight, 
sUpping,  ocean  freight,  brokerage,  U.S. 
inland  ^ight,  insurance,  commissions, 
freight-out  (transportation),  co-op 
advertising,  overbilling,  warranty  costs, 
financing  expenses,  accrual  advertising, 
bad  debt  allowances,  handling,  selling 
expenses,  and  direct  and  indirect 
advertising,  as  appropriate.  With  respect 
to  the  determination  of  exporter’s  sales 
price  for  Brother,  supplemental 
information  revealed  that  the 
commission  paid  to  independent  sales 
representative  selling  each  model  in  the 
U.S.  was  less  than  originally  calculated 
in  the  tentative  determination.  Further 
adjustment  has  been  made  for  this 
factor. 

e.  Home  Market  Price.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  determination,  home 
market  price  was  calculated  on  the 
basis  of  the  weighted-average  price  to 
unrelated  purchasers.  Adjustments  were 
made,  where  applicable,  for  inland 
freight  rebates,  promotional  discounts, 
give-away,  warranty  costs,  service 
costs,  selling  expenses,  commissions, 
direct  advertising,  interest  costs,  and 
differences  in  merchandise  sold  in  the 
two  markets,  as  appropriate.  Claims 
were  made  for  certain  adjustments  by 
one  or  more  of  the  manufacturers.  These 
claims,  which  were  allowed,  involved 
selling  commissions  and  selling 
expenses  and  certain  advertising  costs. 
The  claim  for  adjustment  to  fair  value 
for  salesmen’s  commissions  incurred  in 
the  United  States  and  not  in  the  home 
market  was  allowed  in  the  case  of  Silver 
Seiko.  Pursuant  to  §  353.15(c)  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR 
353.15(c),  45  FR  8194),  additional 
adjustment  has  been  made  to  the  home 
market  price  for  general  administrative 
and  selling  expense  up  to  the  amount 
deducted  from  the  exporter’s  sales  price 
for  salesmen’s  commissions  paid  in  the 
United  States.  Brother’s  claim  that 
adjustment  to  fair  value  should  be  made 
for  advertising  expenses  was  allowed 
where  it  was  shown  that  the  advertising 
expenses  were  directly  related  to  the 
sales  under  consideration  or  were 
attributable  to  a  later  sale  of  the 
merchandise  by  a  purchaser. 

Certain  claims  made  for  adjustments 
by  one  or  more  of  the  manufacturers 
were  disallowed.  These  claims  involved 
such  or  similar  merchandise,  differences 
in  quantities,  level  of  trade,  salesmen’s 
salaries,  differences  in  merchandise 
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selling  expenses,  certain  advertising 
expenses,  certain  transportation 
expenses  and  unanticipated  fluctuations 
in  the  exchange  rates. 

Nakajima  contended  that  the  physical 
differences  between  U.S.  model  7500 
and  home  market  model  8800  R  were  so 
extensive  as  to  preclude  a  finding  of  the 
two  models  as  “such  or  similar." 

However,  since  both  models  under 
consideration  are  of  the  same  class  or 
kind  produced  by  the  same  person  in  the 
same  coimtry  of  exportation,  all  the 
criteria  laid  down  in  Section  771(16)(C) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93 
Stat.  180, 19  U.S.C.  1677(16)(C))  are 
satisfied.  Therefore.  Nakajima's  claim 
that  the  home  market  model  8800  R  is 
not  “such  or  similar"  merchandise  has 
been  denied. 

A  claim  by  Nakajima  for  adjustment 
to  the  price  of  similar  merchandise  for 
differences  in  overhead  and  profit  has 
been  denied.  The  overhead  expenses 
have  not  been  shown  to  be  directly 
related  factory  overhead  expenses,  and 
claims  for  differences  in  profit  are  not 
permitted  under  §  353.16  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR  353.16, 

45  FR  6194). 

Nakajima  also  claimed  that  Customs 
failed  to  take  into  account  the 
differences  between  the  quarterly  and 
daily  rate  of  exchange  during  the  period 
of  investigation.  Nakajima  further 
contends  that  the  dumping  margin  was 
solely  the  result  of  exchange  rate 
fluctuations. 

Pursuant  to  $  353.56  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.36, 44  FR  8206), 
any  necessary  conversion  of  foreign 
currency  into  its  equivalent  U.S. 
currency  shall  be  made  in  accordance 
with  provisions  of  Section  522  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended.  Section 
522  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  as  amended, 
provides  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  proclaim  official 
exchange  rates  on  a  quarterly  basis.  The 
quarterly  conversion  figures  for  the  last 
quarter  of  1978  were  given  in  TJD.  78- 
382,  and  the  conversion  figures  for  the 
first  half  of  1979  were  given  in  TJO.’s  79- 
16  and  79-113. 

Section  522(c)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (31  U.S.C.  372(c)(1)), 
provides  that  if  the  daily  rate  of 
exchange  and  the  value  proclaimed  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  vary  by  5 
percent  or  more,  the  daily  rate  of 
exchange  should  be  used  for  conversion 
purposes  for  transactions  occiuing  on 
the  day  of  the  5  percent  or  more 
variation. 

For  purposes  of  both  the  tentative 
determination  and  the  final 
determination,  foreign  currency 
conversions  were  calculated  in 
accordance  with  section  522(c)(1)  of  the 


Tariff  act  of  1930,  as  amended. 
Calculations  for  both  determinations 
revealed  dumping  maigins.  Therefore, 
Nakajima’s  contention  that  dumping- 
margins  result  solely  fi'om  exchange  rate 
fluctuations  is  denied. 

Silver  Seiko  contended  that  in 
determining  fair  value,  the  sales  price  of 
the  merchandise  in  the  home  market 
must  be  based  upon  the  discoimted 
sales  price  to  its  highest  volume 
domestic  customer.  Information 
furnished  by  Silver  Seiko  indicated  that 
sales  in  the  U.S.  and  Japan  were  not 
made  in  comparable  quantities. 
Therefore,  the  weighted-average  prices 
of  the  merchandise  sold  to  customers  in 
the  home  market  must  be  determined  in 
accordance  with  S  353.20  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations  (19  CFR  353.20). 
Consequently,  Silver  Seiko’s  claim  that 
fair  value  be  determined  by  the 
discounted  price  to  one  purchaser  has 
been  denied. 

Silver  Seiko  also  contended  that  an 
adjustment  for  differences  in  the  level  of 
trade  must  be  made  to  determine  fair 
value.  It  is  Seiko’s  contention  that  sales 
to  the  United  States  are  made  at  a 
different  point  in  the  distribution 
process  than  the  sales  under 
consideration  in  the  home  market 
Specifically,  Seiko  alleges  that  sales  to 
the  U.S.  are  made  to  original  equipment 
manufacturers  while  sales  in  the  home 
market  are  made  to  large  retailers.  Fair 
value  was  determined  by  comparing  the 
selling  price  of  the  subject  merchandise 
to  large  wholesale  quantity  customers  in 
U.S.  and  home  market  sales  to  large 
wholesale  quantity  customers.  Since  the 
price  comparison  was  made  in  both 
markets  using  sales  to  customers  who 
bought  in  large  wholesale  quantities,  no 
adjustment  for  differences  in  level  of 
trade  is  warranted. 

Silver  Seiko  claimed  that  adjustment 
to  fair  value  should  be  made  for  certain 
costs  of  transporting  merchandise  fi'om 
the  factory  to  the  distribution 
warehouse.  This  claim  was  disallowed, 
because  it  was  not  shown  to  be  an 
expense  directly  related  to  the  sale 
under  consideration. 

Silver  Seiko  made  additional  claims 
for  adjustments  to  the  home  market 
price  for  differences  in  circumstances  of 
sale,  salesman’s  salaries  and  certain 
advertising  expenses.  Each  of  the 
disallowed  claims  are  discussed  below. 

Silver  Seiko  claimed  that  an 
adjustment  should  be  made  for 
salesmen’s  salaries  in  Japan.  Salesmen’s 
salaries  appear  to  be  of  a  general 
overhead  nature  and  would  be  incurred 
whether  or  not  specific  sales  were 
made.  Treasury  had  maintained  a  long¬ 
standing  practice  of  disallowing  claims 
for  adjustment  to  home  market  prices 


for  salesmen’s  salaries  since  such  costs 
could  not  be  shown  to  be  directly 
related  to  the  sales  under  consideration 
as  required  by  Customs  Regulations  and 
now  required  by  $  353.15(a)  of  the 
Commerce  Regulations.  On  this  basis, 
the  claim  has  been  rejected. 

A  claim  has  been  made  for  certain 
advertising  expenses  (e.g.  photo  film  for 
typewriters)  which  include  art  work, 
type  setting,  photo  filming,  plating,  and 
other  preparatory  work  for  the  printing 
of  the  brochures.  In  addition,  a  claim 
has  been  made  for  other  promotional 
items.  No  evidence  has  been  presented 
to  indicate  that  the  advertising  materials 
were  directed  to  the  later  sales  of  the 
merchandise  by  the  purchasers  as 
required  by  §  353.15(a)  of  the  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.15(a),  45  FR 
8194).  Based  on  the  foregoing,  it  has 
been  determined  that  no  adjustment  is 
appropriate  at  this  time. 

Subsequent  to  the  tentative 
determination.  Brother  furnished  a 
breakdown  of  advertising  expenses  (e.g. 
newspaper,  radio  commercial,  calendar, 
magazine,  catalogues,  trade  circle 
newspaper  I  and  II).  It  is  claimed  that 
adjustment  should  be  made  for  these 
expenses  in  the  calculated  fair  value. 

Based  on  the  breakdown  provided  by 
Brother,  appropriate  adjustments  were 
made  to  the  home  market  price  for 
differences  in  circiunstances  of  sales  for 
expenses  incurred  for  advertising  (e.g. 
newspaper,  radio  commercial,  calendar) 
regarded  as  general  media  advertising 
directed  to  later  sales  by  the  purchasers. 
With  respect  to  claims  for  other 
advertising  expenses,  no  allowances 
were  made  due  to  the  lack  of  evidence 
that  they  were  directly  related  to 
purchasers  in  later  sales,  as  required  by 
Commerce  Regulations  section  353.15(a). 

f.  Results  of  Fair  Value  Comparisons. 
Using  the  above  criteria,  purchase  price 
or  the  exporter’s  sales  price,  as  the  case 
may  be,  were  found  to  be  lower  than  the 
home  market  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise.  Comparisops  were  made 
on  virtually  all  the  portable  electric 
typewriters  which  were  shipped  or  sold 
to  the  United  States  by  Nakajima  All, 
Silver  Seiko,  and  Brother  Industries 
during  the  period  of  investigation. 

Margins  were  foimd  on  93  percent  of 
sales  compared.  The  weighted-average 
margin  on  the  basis  of  all  sales 
compared  is  37.12  percent.  Weighted- 
average  margins  foimd  with  respect  to 
the  companies  under  investigation, 
computed  over  all  sales  compared,  were 
4.36  percent  for  Nakajima  All;  36.53 
percent  for  Silver  Seiko;  and  48.70 
percent  for  Brother  Industries. 

Verification  of  submitted  data  was 
accomplished  by  random  selection  of 
response  information  and  subsequent 
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examination  of  related  financial  ledgers, 
records  and  commercial  documents  at 
the  respondent's  premises. 

A  public  hearing  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  February  1, 
1980  (45  FR  7272).  Interested  persons 
have  been  provided  an  opportimity  to 
present  written  and  oral  views  in 
accordance  with  §  353.44(e),  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.M(e),  45  FR 
8202). 

This  determination  is  published 
pursuant  to  §  353.44(f),  Commerce 
Regulations  (19  CFR  353.44(f),  45  FR 
8202). 

Stanley  J.  Marcuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade 
Administration. 

March  18, 1980. 

pH  Doc.  80-8736  FUed  3-20-60;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 


Wool  Top  From  Australia;  Final 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

action:  Final  Countervailing  Duty 
Determination. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  is  to  inform  the 
public  that  a  countervailing  duty 
investigation  has  resulted  in  a  hnal 
determination  that  the  Government  of 
Australia  has  not  given  benefits  that 
constitute  bounties  or  grants  on  the 
manufacture,  production  or  exportation 
of  wool  top. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Stephen  Nyschot,  Office  of 
Investigations,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230, 

(202)  56&-5492. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  4, 1980,  a  notice  of  “Preliminary 
Countervailing  Duty  Determination" 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(45  FR  1219).  The  notice  stated  that  it 
had  been  preliminarily  determined  that 
no  boimties  or  grants  are  being  paid  or 
bestowed  within  the  meaning  of  section 
303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  1303),  upon  the  manufacture, 
production,  or  exportation  of  wool  top 
from  Australia,  llie  notice  invited 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
action.  No  comments  were  received. 

For  purposes  of  this  notice,  the 
product  concerned  is  wool  top, 
classifiable  under  item  307.50,  Tariff 
Schedules  of  the  United  States.  This 
product  consists  of  wool  fibers 
processed  beyond  the  washed,  scoured, 
or  carbonized  conditions  but  not  spim. 


Wool  top  constitutes  the  first  stage  in 
the  manufacture  of  worsted  type  wools. 

Two  programs  were  investigated  to 
determined  whether  they  bestowed 
significant  benefits  upon  manufactiuers, 
producers,  or  exporters  of  wool  top. 
These  programs  are: 

(1)  The  Export  Expansion  Grants  Act 
of  1978. 

Under  this  program,  qualified 
exporters  of  certain  types  of  products 
receive  a  cash  grant  based  upon  the 
increase  in  value  of  their  exports  in  the 
current  year  as  compared  to  their  export 
performance  in  the  previous  3  years.  No 
exporters  of  wool  top  to  the  U.S.  have 
received  grants  imder  this  program. 

(2)  The  Export  Market  Development 
Grants  Act  of  1978.  This  program  gives 
exporters  cash  rebates  for  certain 
expenditmes  inciured  in  the  research 
and  development  of  new  markets  for 
Australian  products.  One  company 
which  exports  wool  top  to  the  U.S. 
received  a  grant.  The  benefit  from  this 
payment  (0.1  percent  ad  valorem)  is 
within  the  range  of  de  minimis  and, 
therefore,  not  countervailable. 

Pursuant  to  section  776  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat.  186, 19 
U.S.C.  1677e),  the  accuracy  of  the 
information  was  verified.  The 
verification  was  performed  by  a  U.S. 
Government  official  who  examined  the 
books  and  records  of  the  only  company 
which  received  a  grant  under  the  ^port 
Market  Development  Grants  Act  of  1978. 
Verification  was  made  of  the  amount  of 
grant  recieved  and  the  total  export  sales 
of  the  company.  The  verification 
confirmed  that  the  amount  of  the  grant 
was  less  than  0.1  percent  of  total  export 
sales  for  the  company. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  will 
obtain  the  annual  reports  of  the  boards 
which  administer  these  programs.  The 
reports,  which  list  the  companies 
receiving  grants  under  these  programs, 
will  be  included  in  the  library  of 
publicly  available  information  relating 
to  foreign  subsidy  practices  and 
countervailing  measures,  as  provided  for 
in  section  777(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat  187, 19  U.S.C. 
1677f(a)(l)). 

Accordingly,  it  is  determined  that  no 
bounties  or  grants  within  the  meaning  of 
section  303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (93  Stat  190, 19  U.S.C.  1303), 
are  being  paid  or  bestowed,  directly  or 
indirectly,  upon  the  manufacture, 
production,  or  exportation  of  wool  top 
fit>m  Australia. 

This  final  determination  is  published 
pursuant  to  section  705(d)  of  ^e  Tariff 


Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (93  Stat  160, 19 
U.S.C.  1671d(d)). 

Stanley  ).  Marcuss, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade 
Administration. 

March  18. 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8737  FUed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3S10-22-M 


Maritime  Administration 
[S-665] 

American  Heavy  Lift  Shipping  Co.; 
Application  for  ODS  by  Operator  With 
Interest  In  Vessels  Engaged  in 
Domestic  Service 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Heavy  Lift  Shipping  Company  (AHL) 
has  filed  application  under  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  1936,  as  amended  (the  Act), 
for  operating-differential  subsidy  to  aid 
in  the  operation  of  its  two  heavy-lift 
vessels,  the  MV’s  JOHN  HENRY  and 
PAUL  BUNYAN.  Inasmuch  as  AHL, 
and/or  related  persons  or  firms,  employ 
or  may  employ  ships  in  the  domestic 
intercoastal  or  coastwise  service, 
written  permission  of  the  Maritime 
Administration  under  section  805(a)  of 
the  Act  will  be  required  if  the 
application  for  operating-differential 
subsidy  is  to  be  approved. 

AHL  is  75  percent  owned  by  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation  (Gulf).  Gulf  has  owned  and 
operated  a  fleet  of  U.S.-flag  oil  tankers 
in  the  coastal  and  intercoastal  trades 
since  1902  and  has  continuously  owned 
such  vessels  to  the  present  time. 
Ordinarily  these  vessels  are  operated 
for  Gulfs  own  account  as  industrial 
carriers.  Other  than  portfolio-type 
holdings  of  the  stock  of  Gulf  by  certain  . 
individuals  with  business  connections 
with  Gulf,  namely,  by  Messrs.  Goodman, 
Wyman,  Hoskins,  Ash.  Sugarman, 
Patterson.  Winget,  Boyce,  Weyranch, 
and  Pfautz,  no  Erector  or  officer  of  AHL 
has  an  interest  in  any  entity  operating 
vessels  in  the  domestic  intercoastal  or 
coastwise  service  within  the  meaning  of 
section  805(a)  of  the  Act. 

Any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  » 
having  any  interest  in  such  application 
(within  the  meaning  of  section  805(a)) 
and  desiring  to  submit  comments 
concerning  the  application  must  file 
written  comments  in  triplicate  with  the 
Secretary,  Maritime  Administration,  by 
close  of  business  on  April  4, 1980 
together  with  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene.  The  petition  shall  state 
clearly  and  concisely  the  groimds  of 
interest  and  the  alleged  facts  relied  on 
for  relief. 

If  no  petitions  for  leave  to  intervene 
are  received  within  the  specified  time, 
or  if  it  is  determined  that  petitions  filed 
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do  not  demonstrate  sufficient  interest  to 
warrant  a  hearing,  the  Maritime 
Administration  will  take  such  action  as 
may  be  deemed  appropriate. 

In  the  event  petitions  regarding  the 
relevant  section  805(a)  issues  are 
received  from  parties  with  standing  to 
be  heard,  a  hearing  will  be  held.  The 
purpose  of  the  hearing  will  be  to  receive 
evidence  under  section  805(a)  relative  to 
whether  the  proposed  operations  (a) 
could  result  in  unfair  competition  to  any 
person,  firm,  or  corporation  operating 
exclusively  in  the  coastwise  or 
intercoastal  service,  or  (b)  would  be 
prejudicial  to  the  objects  and  policy  of 
the  Act  relative  to  domestic  trade 
operations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.504,  Operating-Differential 
Subsidies  (ODS)) 

By  order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Robert ).  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8775  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  3S10-1S-M 


Approval  of  Request  for  Removal, 
Without  Disapproval,  From  Roster  of 
Approved  Trustees 

On  February  5, 1980,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (FR 
Vol.  45,  No.  25)  pursuant  to  46  CFR 
221.28,  a  Notice  of  Request  for  Removal, 
Without  Disapproval,  from  Roster  of 
Approved  Trustees  pursuant  to  the 
request  of  the  Alaska  National  Bank  of 
the  North,  with  offices  at  College  Office 
and  Administrative  Center,  P.O.  Box 
60730,  Fairbanks,  Alaska. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Pub.  L  89-346 
and  46  CFR  221.21-221.30,  the  Alaska 
National  Bank  of  the  North  is  removed 
from  the  Roster  of  Approved  Trustees. 

This  notice  shall  become  effective 
March  21, 1980. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs. 

Robert ).  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8773  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-1S-M 


Approval  of  Request  for  Removal, 
Without  Disapproval,  From  Roster  of 
Approved  Trustees 

On  February  5, 1980,  there  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (FR 
Vol.  45,  No.  25)  pursuant  to  46  CFR 
221.28,  a  Notice  of  Request  for  Removal, 
Without  Disapproval,  from  Roster  of 
Approved  Trustees  pursuant  to  the 


request  of  the  Bank  of  Oklahoma,  with 
offices  at  P.O.  Box  2300,  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Pub.  L  89-346 
and  46  CFR  221.21-221.30,  the  Bank  of 
Oklahoma  is  removed  from  the  Roster  of 
Approved  Trustees. 

This  notice  shall  become  effective 
March  21, 1980. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  Maritime  Affairs. 

Robert  J.  Patton,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8774  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  3510-1S-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council;  Public  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L 
94-265),  will  meet  to  discuss  a  work  plan 
for  Amendments  to  the  Squid,  Mackerel, 
Butterfish,  and  Shark  Fishery 
Management  Plans  (FMPs)  and  status  of 
FMPs;  foreign  ffshing  applications;  and 
other  fishery  management  and 
administrative  matters. 
dates:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Wednesday,  April  9, 1980,  at  1  p.m.  and 
will  adjourn  on  Friday,  April  11, 1980,  at 
approximately  1  p.m.  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

address:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  Sheraton-Fontainebleau  Inn,  10100 
Coastal  Highway,  Oceein  City,  Maryland 
21842. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  North  and  New  Streets,  Room 
2115,  Federal  Building,  Dover,  Delaware 
19901,  Telephone:  (302)  874-2331. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Directar,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8781  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 


National  Marine  Fisheries  Servlet 
Modification  of  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  Sections  216.33  (d) 
and  (e)  of  the  Regulations  Governing  Ae 
Taking  and  Importing  of  Marine 
Mammals  (50  CFR  Part  216),  Permit  No. 
194  issued  to  Alaska  Department  of  Fish 
and  Game,  Subport  Building,  Juneau, 


Alaska  99801  on  July  26, 1977  (42  FR 
40961)  is  modified  in  the  following 
manner.  Section  B-7  has  been  changed 
to  read,  “This  Permit  is  valid  with 
respect  to  the  taking  authorized  herein, 
imtil  December  31, 1980.” 

This  modiffcation  will  become 
effective  March  21, 1980. 

The  Permit  as  modified,  and 
documentation  pertaining  to  the 
modification  are  available  for  review  in 
the  following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street,  Northwest, 
Washington,  D.C.;  and 
Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  P.O.  Box  1668,  Juneau,  Alaska 
99802. 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

Robert  K.  Crowell, 

Deputy  Executi ve  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8783  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3510-22-M 


Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council’s 
Groundfish  Advisory  Subpanel;  Public 
Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 
summary:  The  Paciffc  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L 
94-265),  has  established  a  Groimdffsh 
Advisory  Subpanel  (AP)  which  will 
meet  to  discuss  proposed  changes  in  the 
Draft  Groundffsh  Fishery  Management 
Plan. 

dates:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Tuesday,  April  15, 1980,  at  9  a.m.; 
reconvene  on  April  16, 1980,  at  8  a.m.; 
adjourning  both  days  at  5  p.m.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  Oregon  Department  of  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Building,  S.W.  6th  and  Mill 
Streets,  Portland,  Oregon. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pacific  Fishery  Management  Coimcil, 

526  S.W.  Mill  Street,  Second  Floor, 
Portland,  Oregon  97201,  Telephone:  (503) 
221-6352. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

(FR  Doc  80-8780  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  utt] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3S10-22-M 
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Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Councii’s  Scientific  and  Statisticai 
Committee;  Pubiic  Meeting 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

SUMMARY:  The  Western  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conservation 
and  Management  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L. 
94-265),  has  established  a  Scientific  and 
Statistical  Committee  (SSC),  which  will 
meet  to  review  fishery  management 
plans  (FMPs)  for  Billfish  and  Spiny- 
Lobster,  and  conduct  other  Committee 
business. 

dates:  The  meeting  will  convene  on 
Wednesday,  April  2, 1980,  and 
reconvene  on  Thursday,  April  3, 1980,  at 
9  a.m.  adjourning  at  4:30  p.m.  on  both 
days.  The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 
ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take  place  at 
the  Honolulu  Laboratory,  South  West 
Fisheries  Center,  2570  Dole  Street, 
Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council,  Room  1608, 1164  Bishop  Street, 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813,  Telephone: 

(808)  523-1368. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Winfred  if.  Meibohm, 

Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8782  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

MIXING  CODE  3S10-22-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Presentation  Before  interagency 
Committee  on  Standards  Policy  on 
Consumer  Contributions  to  Voluntary 
Standards-Setting  Activities;  and  on 
Differing  National  Requirements  and 
Testing  Procedures  Which  Motor 
Vehicles  Must  Meet  and  Current 
Activities  To  Achieve  Intemationai 
Harmonization;  Open  Meeting 

The  Department  of  Commerce 
functions  as  the  Federal  Government 
focal  point  in  the  development, 
coordination,  and  strengthening  of  U.S. 
national  and  intemationai  standards 
policy  in  the  public  interest.  In  this 
regard,  the  Department  has  become 
cognizant  of  (1)  efforts  to  improve  the 
quality  of  consiuner  participation  in 
voluntary  standards  activities,  and  (2) 
non-tariff  trade  barriers  created  by 
conflicting  motor  vehicle  safety  and 
emission  standards  and  test  methods  in 
the  intemationai  marketplace. 

The  Interagency  Committee  on 
Standards  Policy  (ICSP)  is  chartered  and 
chaired  by  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce.  The  purpose  of  the  ICSP  is  to 
facilitate  the  effective  participation  by 


the  Federal  Government  in  domestic  and 
intemationai  standards  activities,  and  to 
promote  the  development  of  uniform 
policies  among  agencies  participating  in 
these  activities.  In  this  regard,  the  ICSP 
has  accepted  the  requests  of:  Mr. 
William  Cavanaugh  of  the  American 
Society  for  Testing  and  Materials 
(ASTM)  and  Mr.  David  Swankin  of 
National  Consumers  League  (NCL)  to 
make  a  joint  presentation  before  the 
ICSP  regarding  the  ASTM/NCL  joint 
effort  to  improve  the  quality  of 
consumer  participation  in  voluntary 
standards  activities;  and  Mr.  Paul  F. 
Allmendinger  of  the  Motor  Vehicle 
Manufacturers  Association  to  make  a 
presentation  before  the  ICSP  regarding 
trade  barrier  effects  of  differing  national 
motor  vehicle  safety  and  emission 
standards. 

Both  presentations  will  take  place  on 
April  9, 1980,  in  room  6802  of  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  14th  Street, 
N.W.  (between  E  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue),  Washington,  D.C.  The 
presentation  of  Messrs.  Cavanaugh  and 
Swankin  will  be  from  9:30  a.m.,  to  11 
a.m.  Mr.  Allmendinger’s  presentation 
will  be  fi'om  11  a.m.  to  12:30  p.m.  The 
public  is  inAdted  to  attend  both  of  these 
presentations. 

It  is  anticipated  that  each  of  the  two 
formal  presentations  will  consume  about 
40  (forty)  minutes  The  first  twenty-five 
minutes  following  each  formal 
presentation  will  be  devoted  entirely  to 
comments  and  questions  which 
members  of  the  ICSP  or  other  Federal 
Government  personnel  in  attendance  as 
observers  may  wish  to  present.  It  is 
recognized  that  other  interested  persons 
may  wish  to  express  their  views  on  the 
subjects  of  the  presentations. 
Accordingly,  the  ICSP  chairman  has 
determined  in  the  public  interest  that 
approximately  25  (twenty-five)  minutes 
will  be  set  aside  for  such  views  to  be 
expressed.  Each  of  these  two  public 
participation  periods  will  begin 
immediately  after  the  comments  and 
questions  fi-om  the  ICSP  representatives. 

Any  interested  person  wishing  to  be 
called  upon  to  express  his  or  her  views 
on  the  subject  of  either  (or  both) 
presentation(s)  at  the  April  9  meetidg 
should  contact  Dr.  Howard  I.  Forman, 
ICSP  Chairman  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Product  Standards  Policy 
no  later  than  April  2, 1980,  either  by 
telephone  or  by  letter.  Dr.  Forman  is 
located  at  the  main  Commerce 
Department  Building,  room  3876,  on  14th 
Street,  N.W.  (between  E  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue),  Washington,  D.C., 
telephone  202/377-3221.  Time  for  the 
expressions  of  such  views  will  be 
allocated  as  equitably  as  possible. 


depending  upon  the  number  of  such 
requests  and  consistent  with  the  plan  to 
conclude  the  meeting  at  12:30  p.m. 

Dated;  March  13, 1980. 

Jordan  J.  Baruch, 

Assistant  Secretary.  Office  of  Productivity, 
Technology  and  Innovation. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8767  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

MIXING  CODE  3S10-13-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 

Procurement  List  1980;  Additions 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  fi'om 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severly 
Handicapped. 

action:  Additions  to  Procurement  List. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  adds  to 
Procurement  List  1980  a  commodity  to 
be  produced  by  and  services  to  be 
provided  by  workshops  for  the  blind 
and  other  severly  handicapped. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  C. 

W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  18, 1980  and  January  25, 1980, 
the  Conunittee  for  Purchase  fiom  the 
Blind  and  Other  Severely  Handicapped 
published  notices  (45  FR  3630  and  45  FR 
6152)  of  proposed  additions  to 
Procurement  List  1980,  November  27, 
1979  (44  FR  67925). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Conunittee  has 
determined  that  the  commodity  and 
services  listed  below  are  suitable  for 
procurement  by  the  Federal  Government 
under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following  commodity 
and  services  are  hereby  added  to 
Procurement  List  1980: 

Class 8115  ' 

Box,  Wood,  8115-00-935-6531 
SIC  0782 

Grounds  Maintenance,  Area  10  (Parkway 
Gate  18  and  surrounding  area).  Naval 
Weapons  Station,  Yorktown,  Virginia 

SIC  7349 

Janitorial  Service,  Federal  Center,  25th  and 
Dover  Streets,  Moses  Lake,  Washington 
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SIC  7399 

Assembly,  Food  Packet,  In-Flight,  Individual, 
8970-01-060-2899. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8709  Filed  3-20-60;  &'45  am] 

MLUNQ  CODE  6S20-33-M 


Procurement  List  1980,  Deletions 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Deletions  from  Procurement 
List. 

summary:  This  action  deletes  from 
Procurement  List  1980  commodities 
produced  by  workshops  for  the  blind  or 
other  severely  handicapped. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  21, 1980. 
address:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  25, 1980,  the  ConuAittee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severely  Handicapped  published  notice 
(45  FR  6125)  of  proposed  deletions  to 
Procurement  List  1980,  November  27, 
1979  (44  FR  67925). 

After  consideration  of  the  relevant 
matter  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  commodities  listed 
below  are  no  longer  suitable  for 
procurement  by  ifre  Federal  Government 
under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c,  85  Stat.  77. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
commodities  are  hereby  deleted  from 
Procurement  List  1980: 

Class  3990 

Pallet,  Wood,  3990-00-366-6821 
Skid,  Wood 
3990-00-366-6810 
3990-00-366-6814 
3990-00-366-6815 
3990-00-366-6816 
3990-00-366-6817 
3990-00-366-6819 
3990-00-366-6820 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8710  Hied  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

MLUNa  CODE  8820-3S-M 


Procurement  List  1980;  Proposed 
Additions 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  Purchase  frtim 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Additions  to 
Procurement  List. 


summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
proposals  to  add  to  Procurement  List 
1980  conunodities  to  be  produced  by 
workshops  for  the  blind  and  other 
severely  handicapped. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
before:  April  23, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  2009  14th  Street  North, 
Suite  610,  Arlington,  Virginia  22201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  W.  Fletcher,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47  (a)(2),  85  Stat.  77.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  additions,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodities  listed  below 
from  workshops  for  the  blind  or  other 
severely  handicapped. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodities  to  Procurement  List  1980, 
November  27, 1979  (44  FR  67925): 

Class  6230 

Light,  Desk,  Incandescent,  6230-00-643-2076 
Class  7910 

Pad,  Floor  Polishing  Machine 
7910-00-820-7991 
7910-00-820-7989 
7910-00-820-7990 
7910-00-820-9926 
7910-00-820-9925 
7910-00-820-9924 
7910-00-820-9898 
7910-00-820-7997 
7910-00-820-7996 
(GSA  Regions  6,  7, 8,  9, 10) 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8711  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am} 

BIUJNQ  CODE  SS20-SS-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

Revision  to  the  Notice  of  Intent  To 
Prepare  a  Draft  Supplement  to  the 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
for  the  Proposed  Roseau  River  Flood 
Control  Project  in  Roseau  and  Kittson 
Counties,  Minn. 

AGENCY:  St.  Paul  District,  Corps  of 
Engineers. 

action:  Revision  of  availability  date  for 
the  Draft  Supplement  to  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS). 

SUMMARY:  The  following  revision 
applies  to  the  Notice  of  Intent  published 
in  the  Friday,  July  6, 1979  issue  of  the 


Federal  Register  (Vol.  44,  No.  131,  pp. 
39575-39576): 

“We  estimate  that  the  Draft  Supplement  to 
the  Final  EIS  will  be  available  to  the  public 
during  the  third  quarter  (April-June  1980)  of 
hscal  year  1980.” 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

William  W.  Badger, 

Colonel,  Corps  of  Engineers,  District 
Engineer. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8707  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  3710-CY-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron 
Devices;  Meeting 

Working  Group  B  (Mainly  Low  Power 
Devices)  of  the  DoD  Advisory  Group  on 
Electron  Devices  (AGED)  will  meet  in 
closed  session  April  15-16, 1980,  at  201 
Varick  Street,  9th  Floor,  New  York,  New 
York  10014. 

The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  En^eering, 
the  Director,  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
programs  in  the  area  of  electron  devices. 

The  Working  Group  B  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and 
development  programs  which  the 
Military  Departments  propose  to  initiate 
with  indust^,  universities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  The  agenda  for  this 
meeting  will  include  programs  on 
Radiation  Hardened  Devices, 

Microwave  Tubes,  Displays  and  Lasers. 
The  review  will  include  details  of 
classified  defense  programs  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App.  1 
10(d)  (1976),  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  Advisory  Group  meeting  concerns 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  52b(c)(l) 

(1976),  and  that  accordingly,  this 
meet^  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

O.  J.  Williford, 

Director,  Correspondence  and  Directives, 
Washington  Headquarters  Service, 
Department  of  Defense. 

March  17, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8867  Filed  3-20-80;  0:45  am) 

BIUJNQ  CODE  M10-70-M 


DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron 
Devices;  Meeting 

The  DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electron 
Devices  (AGED)  will  meet  in  closed 
session  on  April  10, 1980  at  the  Naval 
Air  Systems  Command,  Room  9W67, 
Jefferson  Plaza  #2, 1421-1423  Jefferson 
Davis  Highway,  Arlington,  VA  22209. 
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The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering, 
the  Director,  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
programs  in  the  area  of  Electron 
Devices. 

The  AGED  meeting  will  be  limited  to 
review  of  research  and  development 
programs  which  the  Military 
Departments  propose  to  initiate  with 
industry,  universities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  The  agenda  for  this 
meeting  will  include  programs  on 
Radiation  Hardened  Devices, 
Microwave  Tubes,  Displays  and  Lasers. 
The  review  will  include  details  of 
classiHed  defense  programs  throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App.  1 
10(d](1976),  it  has  been  determined  that 
this  Advisory  Group  meeting  concerns 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)(1976),  and  that  accordingly, 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 
O.  |.  Williford, 

Director,  Correspondence  and  Directives, 
Washington,  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

March  17, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8668  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  MIO-TO-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Receipt  of  Petitions  for  Temporary 
Public  Interest  Exemptions  for  Use  of 
Natural  Gas  by  Existing  Powerplants 
Under  the  Powerplant  and  industrial 
Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  and  Proposed 
Order  Granting  the  Temporary 
Exemptions 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Petitions  and 
Proposed  Order. 

SUMMARY:  A  number  of  petitions  have 
been  received  and  filed  with  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  for  temporary  public  interest 
exemptions  for  the  use  of  natural  gas  as 
a  primary  energy  source.  Such 
exemptions  are  authorized  by  Section 
311(e)  of  the  Powerplant  and  Industrial 
Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978,  42  U.S.C.  8301  et 
seq.,  (FUA  or  the  Act).  The  owners/ 
operators  of  the  powerplants  have 
provided  the  following  information: 


Petitioner  (generating  station) 


City  o(  Chanute,  Kansas  (Municipal) - - 

City  of  Colorado  Springs  (BirdsaH) - 

(Drake) . . - . . 

CHy  of  Austin  (Decker) . . . 

(Holly) . . . . - . 


(Seaholm). 


Arkansas  Electric  Cpoperative(Fitztxigh)  — 
City  of  Dover  (McKee  Run) . - . . 


Consumers  Power  Company  (B.  E.  Morrow) - - 


El  Paso  Electric  Company  (Copper) . . 

Florida  Power  and  U^t  Company  (Putnam) - 

City  of  Holyoke  (Electric  Station) - - 


Gulf  Power  Company  (Crist) 


City  of  Independence  (Blue  Valley).... 

(Station  H) . 

Imperial  Irrigation  District  (El  Centro). 


(CoacfieHa) 


Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company  (Neosho) — 
((Jordan  Evans) . 

(Wichita) . . 

(Riptey) . 

Kansas  Gas  arid  Electric  (Company  (Murray  GiN). 


City  of  Kansas  Qty,  Kansas  (Quindaro) - 

City  of  Lamed,  Kansas  (Municipal) . - . 

Lincoln  Electric  System  (Bth  and  J  Street) . . . 

Louisiana  Power  and  Light  (Waterford) - 

(Ninemile  Point) . 

Oty  of  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and  Power  (Hartxir) 


(VaBey) . 

Mississippi  Power  Company  (Eaton). 
(Sweatt) . 


Maximum 

Unit  quaritity  of 

Type  of  oil 

identification  oil  displaced 

dnplaced 

(barrels 

per  day) 

No.  3 _  110.2  Residual.. 


....  No.  1 _ 

7.4 

No  2 . 

4.5 

Residual _ 

No.  3 . . 

11.4 

Residual _ 

Nn  1 

4.4 

No.  2 _ 

0.7 

Residual _ ^.. 

No.  4 _ 

0.2 

...  No.  1  . . 

98.6 

DistWate _ 

...  No.  1 _ 

8.2 

No  2 

8.2 

No.  3 _ 

46.6 

Residual . 

No.  4 _ 

21.9 

Distillate _ 

...  No.  5 _ 

2.0 

Residual _ 

No.  6 . . 

2.1 

Nn  7 

1.6 

No.  8 _ 

1.5 

Residual . 

No.  9 _ 

1.0 

Residual... . 

....  No.  1 _ 

1,041.1 

Residual _ 

No  1  . 

38.2 

No.  2 _ 

38.2 

No.  3 _ 

662.6 

No  1 . 

137.0 

No.  2 _ 

137.0 

Nn  .1 

575.3 

No.  4 ............. 

575.3 

Residual _ 

...  No.Ctl _ 

50.1 

Distillate....  - 

....  No.  CC  1 _ 

3.287.7  • 

No.  CC  2 . 

3;287.7 

Residual _ 

....  No.  6 _ 

95.7 

Residual . 

No.  8 _ 

95.7 

Residual _ 

No  0 

46.1 

...  No.  1 _ 

419.1 

Residual _ 

No.  2 

419.1 

No.  3 . . 

556.2 

...  No.  GT1 _ 

83.2 

Distillate _ 

....  No.  GT1 _ 

10.8 

Distillate _ 

Nn  1 

71.2 

No.  2 _ 

323.3 

No.  3 _ 

1.013.7 

Residual _ 

No.  4 _ _ 

2,811.0 

Residual _ 

...  No.  GT1 _ 

75.0 

Distillate _ 

No.  GT  2 . 

75.0 

Distillate _ 

No.  GT  3 _ 

75.0 

Distillate _ 

No.  GT  4 _ 

78.3 

Distillate _ 

...  No.  3 _ 

275.7 

Residual _ 

...  No.  1 _ 

479.1 

Residual. . 

No.  2 _ 

325.9 

Nn  3 

0.2 

No.  4 _ 

0.2 

Distillate _ 

Nn  1 

87.7 

No.  2 . . . 

87.7 

Residual _ 

No.  3 _ 

56.9 

Residual-. . 

.„  No.  1 . 

878.1 

No.  2 _ 

No.  3 _ 

Residual _ 

No.  4 - 

Residual _ 

...  No.  GT2 . 

186.3 

No.  GT  3........ 

186.3 

Distillate _ 

...  No.  3 _ 

211.0 

Residual . 

...  No.  (TT  1 

58.2 

Distillate _ 

No  .  2„ 

4,187.9 

Residual... . 

...  No.  2 _ 

174.0 

Residual _ 

No.  3 _ 

t.311.8 

Residual _ 

144.1 

No  2 . 

134.1 

172.2 

No  4 _ 

172.2 

Residual _ 

Nn  S . 

174.2 

CT6 _ 

5.8 

Distillate _ 

(TT  7 . 

5.8 

rrr  a 

5.8 

errs _ 

5.8 

Distillate _ 

No  1 . 

338.3 

Residual _ 

No.  2 _ 

363.5 

Residual _ 

615.5 

Residual _ 

No  4  . 

575.9 

Residual.— _ 

Nn  1 

313.4 

Residual _ 

313.4 

Residual _ 

No.  3 _ 

313.4 

Residual - 

468.5 

No.  2 _ 

471.8 

Residual _ 

Coal 

displaced 
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Maidmum 


Paittionar  (generating  elation) 

Unit 

identificatior 

quantity  of 

1  oildiaplaced 
(barrels 
par  day) 

Type  of  oil 
displaced 

Coal 

displaced 

_  CT4 

17^1 

Distillate _ 

No. 

CT6 _ 

172.1 

DMillata _ 

No. 

• 

CT6 _ 

17^1 

Distillate - 

No. 

No.  3  . 

3.6 

RmMiiaI 

No. 

No.  4 - 

17^6 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

1,506.3 

Residuai . 

•No. 

.  No.  4  _ 

585.2 

Residual . 

No. 

(Humboldt  Bayi . 

.  No.  1 _  . 

452.1 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

454.8 

Residual _ 

No. 

_  No.  1 

248.7 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

248.7 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

722.7 

Residual _ 

No. 

.  No.  1 _ 

839.2 

Residual  ..... 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

939.2 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

939.2 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  4 _ 

1,427.4 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  6 _ 

7,537.0 

Residual _ 

No. 

.  No.  1 .™  ... 

635.6 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

835.6 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

835.6 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  4 _ 

780.8 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  5 _ 

..  *  780.8 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  6. _ _ 

1,857.5 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  7 _ 

1,857.5 

Residual . 

No. 

.  No.  4 _ 

98.9 

No. 

....  No.  20 _ 

2.2 

Reskfiial . 

No. 

^  Diego  Gas  and  Electric  Company  (North  Island) - - 

_ GT1 _ 

52.3 

Distillate _ 

No. 

OT  1 

12.1 

•  No. 

ftT  1 

11.2 

DistiHate _ 

No. 

.  GT1 

19.2 

DMiltate _ 

No. 

.  No  .  3 . 

1,518.0 

RoNriiial 

No. 

.  CT  1 . 

183.2 

Distillate 

No. 

Wisconsin  Pomrer  and  Light  Company  (Sheepskin) _ 

_  CT1 _ 

24.0 

Distillate _ 

No. 

(Rock  Rkrer) . . . 

.  CT5 _ 

14.0 

Distillate _ 

No. 

crre _ 

29.3 

Distillate _ 

No. 

.  No.  1 

3,889.5 

ReaMial 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

7!457.6 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  3 _  . 

1,692.6 

Residual _ 

No. 

CT3 _ 

51.1 

Distillate _ 

No. 

CT4 _ 

83.6 

Distillate _ 

No. 

CT5 _ 

148.7 

Distillate _ 

No. 

CT6 _ 

38.6 

Distillate _ 

No. 

Atlantic  City  Electric  Company  (Mickleton) . 

.  CT1 _ 

.  356.2 

Distillata _ 

No. 

.  No.  5 _ 

1,372.8 

No. 

No.  6 _ 

1,372.8 

Residual _ : 

No. 

.  No.  1 _ 

822.1 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

822.1 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

822.1 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  4 _ 

822.1 

Residual _ 

No. 

City  of  Hastings,  Nebraska,  Utilitias  (North  Denver) . 

.  No.  4. 

238.2 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  5 _ 

. 

. 

No. 

.  No.  2 _ 

77.0 

Distillate _ 

No. 

No.  5 _ 

14,327.1 

Residual _ 

No. 

.  No.  7_  _ 

142.2 

Distillate _ 

No. 

No.  8 _ 

136.4 

Distillata _ 

No. 

(Lewis  Creek) . 

.  No.  1 . . 

56.8 

Distillate _ 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

3.2 

Distillate _ 

No. 

(WWow  Gten)  . 

No  9 

289.1 

Distillate  _ 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

1,856.3 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  4 _ 

4,932.6 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  5 _ 

11,497.5 

Residual _ 

No. 

.  No.  7 _ _ _ 

28.1 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  8 _ 

74.1  , 

.  Residual _ 

No. 

No.  8 _ 

40.4 

Residual _ 

No. 

(3ulf  States  UtiWities  Con^ieny  (Nelson) . 

.  No.  1 _  . 

606.0 

DisOHate _ 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

622.1 

DistMate _ 

No. 

No.  3 _ 

845.4 

Distaiate _ 

No. 

No.  4 - 

466.0 

Residual _ 

No. 

Lower  Colorado  River  Authority  (Ferguson) . 

.  No.  1 _ 

9.0 

Distillate _ 

No. 

Nn  1 

0.9 

DMiSaln 

No. 

No.  2 _ 

7.5 

Distillate _ 

No. 

• 

No.  3 _ 

46.7 

Distillals _ 

No. 

University  of  IHirtois  (Abbott) .  . . 

.  No.  5..™ 

215.4 

Distillate _ 

No. 

No.  6  _ 

215.4 

DMWata _ 

No. 

No.  7 _  287.2 

Distillate _ 

No. 

.  No.  1 _ 

292.3 

Distillate _ 

No. 

No.  1 _ 

45.2 

Residual  ... 

No. 

No.  1 _ 

1,384.0 

DistMate _ 

No. 

Hulchineon  UtiMias  Cortsnlasion  (Plant  No.  1) . 

No.  8 _ 

67.7 

DMillats _ 

No. 

(PlanI  No.  2) . 

No.  9 _ _ 

.  319.9 

DMMate. 

No. 

.  No.  4 _ 

11.8 

No. 

No.  5 _ 

05.0 

Residual . 

No. 

No.  6 _ 

127.8 

Residual _ 

No. 

No.  7 _ 

831.4 

riMkiiiii _ 

No. 

GT2 _ 

7.5 

DMMate _ 

No. 

GT3 _ 

7.5 

DMMate - 

No. 
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FUA  became  effective  on  May  8, 1979. 
llie  Act  prohibits  the  use  of  natural  gas 
as  a  primary  energy  source  in  certain 
existing  powerplants  and  also 
authorizes  an  exemptions  procedure  in 
regard  to  that  and  other  prohibitions. 

ERA  is  proposing  to  issue  orders 
which  would  grant  temporary  public  _ 
interest  exemptions  to  all  of  the 
petitioners  enumerated  above,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  Section  311(e)  of  FUA 
and  10  CFR  Part  508,  published  by  ERA 
on  April  9, 1979  (44  FR  21230).  These 
proposed  orders,  when  finalized,  would 
grant  a  temporary  exemption  to  the 
subject  powerplants  from  the 
prohibition  against  natural  gas  use, 
contained  in  Section  301(a(2)  and  (3)  of 
FUA. 

ERA  is  publishing  this  notice  of 
petitions  filed  and  its  proposed  order  to 
grant  these  exemptions,  to  invite 
interested  persons  to  submit  written 
comments  pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  FUA.  In  addition,  any  interested 
person  may  request  that  a  public 
hearing  be  convened  in  regard  to  these 
petitions  under  the  provisions  of  Section 
701(d)  of  FUA. 

dates:  Written  comments  relating  to 
these  petitions  and  the  proposed  order 
are  due  on  or  before  May  5, 1980. 
Requests  for  a  public  hearing  are  also 
due  on  or  before  May  5, 1980. 
ADDRESSES:  Requests  for  a  public 
hearing  and/or  10  copies  of  written 
comments  shall  be  submitted  to: 
Department  of  Energy,  Case  Control 
Unit.  Box  4629,  Room  3214,  2000  M 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

William  L.  Webb  (Office  of  Public 
Information)  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
Room  B-110,  2000  M  Street,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  (202)  634-2170. 
Robert  L  Davies  (Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion),  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
Room  3128,  2000  M  Street,  NW, 

Washington  D.C.  20461,  (202)  254-7442. 

G.  Randolph  Comstock  (Office  of  General 
Counsel),  Department  of  Energy,  Room  6G- 
087, 1000  Independence  Avenue,  SW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20585,  (202)  252-2967. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
9, 1979,  ERA  issued  a  final  rule 
implementing  the  authority  granted  to 
DOE  by  Section  311(e)  of  FUA.  This 
final  nde,  set  forth  in  10  CFR  Part  508, 
establishes  the  policy  ERA  has  adopted 
in  implementing  its  authority  imder 
Section  311(e)  of  FUA  and  the  eligibility 
criteria,  which  petitioners  for  the 


temporary  exemption  must  demonstrate. 
This  temporary  exemption  will  allow 
certain  existing  electric  powerplants  to 
use  natural  gas  as  a  primary  energy 
source  in  excess  of  the  amounts  which 
are  mandated  by  Section  301(a)  (2)  and 
(3)  of  FUA. 

The  use  of  natural  gas.  permitted 
under  these  temporary  exemptions,  will 
allow  existing  electric  powerplants  to 
displace  distillate  and  residual  fuel  oils 
as  their  primary  energy  source. 

This  expanded  use  of  natural  gas  in 
these  powerplants  will  be  a  significant 
step  toward  reducing  our  short  term  oil 
consumption  and  will  help  the  United 
States  in  meeting  its  goals  to  reduce  its 
demand  for  imported  oil,  protect  the 
Nation  from  the  effects  of  any  oil 
shortages,  and  will  serve  to  cushion  the 
impact  of  increasing  world  oil  prices. 

The  above  listed  owners/operators 
have  filed  petitions  with  E^  to  request 
a  temporary  public  interest  exemption 
for  their  existing  electric  powerplants. 
ERA  has  reviewed  their  petitions  and 
has  found  that  the  powerplants  meet  the 
eligibility  criteria  established  in  §  508.2 
of  the  final  rule  (44  FR  21230). 

ERA  intends,  in  its  proposed  order,  to 
grant  temporary  public  interest 
exemptions  for  the  above  listed 
powerplants. 

This  is  not  the  final  notice  of  petitions 
and  proposed  orders  imder  the  final 
rule.  ERA  will  continue  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  Section  701(c)  of 
FUA  and  will  publish  further  notices  as 
petitions  are  received. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Robert  L.  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8641  Filed  3-20-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  e4SO-01-M 


Proposed  Order  Granting  Special 
Temporary  Public  Interest  Exemptions 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  sets  forth  its 
Order  proposing  to  grant  a  special 
temporary  public  interest  exemption 
fi'om  the  prohibitions  of  Section 
301(a)(2)  and  (3)  of  the  Powerplant  and 
Industrial  Fuel  Use  Act  of  1978  (FUA  or 
the  Act),  42  U.S.C.  8301  et  seq.,  pursuant 
to  Section  311(e)  of  FUA,  10  CFR  501.68, 
and  10  CFR  Part  508,  to  the  following 
powerplants: 
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(Mt 

Caae  control  No.  <  PoUtioner  Qenoraling  tiation  identi-  Location 

ication 


50514-1267-03-41 _ 

50514-1267-04-41 _ 

50622-0493-01-41  _ 


B  50622-0493-02-41 

50622-0493-03-41 
50622-0492-01-41 


City  of  Chanute _  Municipal - No.  3 —  Ctianute. 

Kansas 

and  6. 

City  of  Colorado  Springs _  DWnl . No.  1 —  Colorado 

Springs, 
Colors- 
.  do 

_ _  D^e _  No.  1 —  Colorado 

Springs. 

Colora¬ 

do 


50622-0492-02-41 _  _ _ _ _ _  No.  2 . 

50622-0492-04-41 . . . .  No.  4 . 

50135-3548-01-41 _  Cityof  Austin . . .  Deckor .  No.  1 —  Austin, 

Texas 

50135-3549-01-41 _  _ _  Holly . - .  No.  1 -  Austin, 

Texas 

50135-3549-02-41 _  _  _ _ _ _  No.  2 - 

50135-3549-03-41 _ _ _ _ _ _ _  No.  3 . 

50135-3549-04-41 _ _ _  _ _  No.  4 . 

50135-3550-05-41 _ _ _ _ _  Seaholm _  No.  5 .  Austin, 

Texas 

50135-3550-06-41 _  _  _ _ _  No.  6 . 

50135-3550-07-41  _ _  _ _  No.  7. — 

50135-3550-06-41 _ _ _ _ _ _  No.  8 . 

50135-3550-09-41  _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _  No.  9 . 

50103-0201-01-41 _  Arkansas  Electric  Cooporalivo . .  Fitzhugh _  No.  1 -  Ozark, 

Arfcatv 

sas 


50807-0599-01-41 _  City  of  Dover _ _ _ _ _  McKee  Run _ _ _ No.  1....—  Dover, 

Dela¬ 

ware 


50807-0599-02-41 _ _ _ . . .  No.  2..„... 

50807-0599-03-41 _ _ _ _ _ _  No.  3 . 


50658-1896-01-41 

No.  1 _ 

stock, 

MichL 

50656-1696-02-41 

Nn  9 

gan 

50658-1696-03-41  _ 

- 

No.  3 

50658-1696-04-41  _. 

Nn  d 

50868-9005-21-41 

CTT  1 

.  B  Paso, 
Texas 
.  East 
Palatka, 
Florida 

51006-6246-51-41 . . 

51006-6246-52-41 . . 

Florida  Power  arxi  Light  Company _ 

....  ftitnam . . 

.  CC1 _ 

nr  9 

56514-9059-06-41  _ 

.  No.  6 . 

Massa- 

56514-9059-08-41  _ 

No  A 

chtisetts 

56514-9059-09-41  . . 

51208-0641-01-41 . . . 

.  Crtol . 

.  No.  9 . 

....  No.  1 _ 

Pensaco¬ 

la. 

Florida 

51206-0641-02-41  _ 

51208-0641-03-41 . 

....  No.  2 . 

....  No.  3 . 

51392-2132-21-41  . 

City  of  Independence . . 

...  Blue  Valley . . . . 

....  CT1. _ 

Indeperv 

dence, 

Missou- 


51392-2135-22-41 . 

nr  9 

d 

dence, 

Missou- 

51388-9054-01-41  _ 

Na  1 

51388-9054-02-41 . 

51388-9054-03-41  . . 

_ _  No.  2 . 

Na  9 

Califor-' 

nia 

51388-9054-04-41 _ 

.  Nn  4 

51388-6060-21-41  _ 

.  CT  1 

.  Coachel¬ 
la. 

Califor¬ 

nia 

51388-6060-22-41 _ 

.  err  2 . 

51388-6060-23-41 . . . 

-  CT3 _ 

51388-6060-24-41 . .  CT4. 


51478-1243-03-41 -  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company _  Neosho _  No.  3 .  Parsons, 


Kansas 

51478-1240-01-41 . . . . . . .  Gordon  Evans .  No.  1 _  Colwich, 


51478-1240-02-41 . , 

.  No  9 

Kansas 

51478-1245-03-41 * . . 

_ _ _  Wichita 

Na  9 

..  Wichita 

51478-1245-04-41 . . . . 

.  No.  4. 

Kansas 

51478-1244-01-41 . . . 

. 

_ _  No.  1..... 

..  Wichita, 

Kansas 

... 
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Casa  control  No. 

Petitioner 

Generating  station 

Urkt 

identi¬ 

fication 

Location 

51478-1244-02-41  . . 

No.  2 . 

51478-1244-03-41  _ _ 

No.  3 . 

• 

5147(U1949.411-41 

Murray  GUI . . . 

No.  1 _ 

Wichita, 

Kansas 

SI  47IU1 9^-09-41 

No.  2 . 

51476-1242-03-41  _ 

No.  3....... 

51478-1242-04-41 _ 

No.  4.. 

51476-1295-22-41 

QuMaro _ _ _ 

GT  2 _ 

51476-1295-23-41 _ 

GT  3 _ 

City. 

Kansas 

51596-1299-03-41 

No.  3 . 

Lamed, 

Kansas 

Lincoln, 

Nebras¬ 

ka 

Taft. 

Louisi¬ 

ana 

Westwego, 

Louisi¬ 

ana 

WRming- 

51649-9151-21-41  ~ 

CT1 . 

51694-9038-02-41  * _ 

Waterford . 

No.  2 . 

S1AQ4-14nA-^9-41 

No.  2 . 

51694-1403-03-41  _ 

51691-0396-01-41 _ 

City  of  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  Harbor . . . 

No.  3. . 

No.  1 _ 

and  Pcnrar.  ton, 

Califor¬ 

nia 

51691-0399-02-41 _ _ _  _  No.  2. . 

51691-0399-03-41  . . . . .  . . .  No.  3 . 

51691-0399-04-41 . . . .  No.  4 . 

51691-0399-05-41 . . . . . . .  No.  5 . 

51691-0399-26-41  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  CT6 . 

51691-0399-27-41 . . . . .'. _ _ _ _ _  CT  7 _ 

51691-0399-28-41  _ _ CT8 . 

51691-0399-29-41 . . . . . . . .  CT  9 . 

51691-0408-01-41 . . .  Valley _  No.  1 _  Son 

Valley. 

Califor¬ 

nia 

51601-0406-02-41  . . . . . . .  No.  2 . 

51691-0406-03-41 . . . .  No.  3 . 

51691-0406-04-41 . . . . . .  No.  4 . 

51886-2046-01-41 _  Mississippi  Po«ver  Company — .  EMxl . . . . .  No.  1 .  Petal, 

„  Missis- 

-  "PPi 

51866-2046-02-41 . . . . . . . .  No.  2 . 

51888-2046-03-41 . . . . No.  3 . 

51886-2048-01-41 . . . . . .  Swiatt - -  No.  1. —  Meridian. 

Missis- 

sippi 

51888-2048-02-41 . . - .  No.  2 . 

52413-2966-24-41 _  Public  Servico  Company  of  Oklahoma -  Welootka -  CT  4 .  Weloetka, 

Oklaho¬ 

ma 

52413-2966-25-41 . . . . .  CT  5 . 

52413-2966-26-41 . . . .  .  CT  6........ 

51968-2276-03-41 _  Nebraska  Public  Power  DistricL - -  BIuRb - -  No.  3 .  Scotts<bluff, 

Nebras¬ 

ka 

51966-2276-04-41 . . . . .  No.  4 . 

52224-0259-02-41 _  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company -  Morro  Bay -  No.  2 —  Morro 

Bay. 

Califor¬ 

nia 

52224-0247-04-41 . . . . - . — .  Hurrter's  Point _ _ _  No.  4 .  San 

Francis¬ 

co, 

Califor¬ 

nia 

52224-0246-01-41 . .  .  .  Humboldt  Bay -  No.  1 —  Eureka, 

Cakfor- 


52224-0246-02-41 .  . - . . .  No.  2 . 

52224-0273-01-41 _  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company -  Potrero -  No.  1 —  San 

Francis¬ 

co, 

Califor¬ 

nia 


52224-0273-02-41 _ _ _ .1 - - - -  No.  2 . 

52224-0273-03-41 .  . .  No.  3 . 

52224-0260-01-41 _ _ _  Moss  Landing - - -  No.  1 —  Moss 


kig. 

Cakfor- 

nia 


52224-0260-02-41 - No.  2 . 

52224-0260-03-41 . . . . -  No.  3 . 

52224-0266-04-41 _ No.  4 - 

52224-0260-06-41 -  No.  6....... 

52224-0228-01-41 _ _ _  Contra  Coeta - -  No.  1 —  Antioch. 

Califor¬ 

nia 

52224-0226-02-41 _ .’....  - - - - -  No.  2 . 

52224-0228-03-41 - - - - — . . .  No.  3 . 

52224-0228-04-41 - - - - - -  No.  4 . 

X' 
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Cbm  control  No. 

PBittioner 

Gsnarating  station 

Unit 

ktanti- 

flcation 

location 

.  No.  6.... 

.  No.6._.. 

• 

_  No.7„... 

_  No.  4 . 

.  St 

Joaaph, 

Missou- 

.  No.  20... 

.  SL 

Joseph, 

Missou- 

.  GT1„.. 

.  Coronado, 

• 

52570-0310-21-41  _ 

_ GT1_.„ 

Califor¬ 

nia 

.  Chula 

52570-0300-21-41 

QT  1 

Vista, 

Caifor- 
nla 
.  San 

52727-1011-21-41  _ 

.  GT  1 _ 

Olsgo, 

CaWor- 

nla 

53145-3800-03-41 _ 

ny. 

No  a  . 

vIHe, 

Indiwia 

Yorfdomm, 

Virginia 

Norfolk, 

VirgMa  .. 

Edgarton, 

Wiscon¬ 

sin 

Beloit 

53146-3803-21-41  _ 

_ CT1„ 

' 

53332-4050-21-41 _ 

err  1 

1 

53332-4057-25-41  _ 

_ cr5 . 

1 

53332-4057-26-41  _ 

era 

Wiscon¬ 

sin 

1 

51434-0667-01-41 _ 

_  No.  1 _ 

51434-0667-02-41  _ 

No  9 

vMe, 

Florida 

1 

51434-0687-03-41 _ 

„  No.  3 _ 

51434-0667-23-41 

CT9 

51434-0667-24-41 

era 

51434-0667-25-41  _ 

CTS 

H 

51434-0667-26-41  .. 

CTO 

50126-8006-21-41  _ 

CT  1 

50643-0681-05-41  _ 

...  CommofiMrealth ....... _ 

Ridgaland . 

No.  5 . 

Green¬ 

wich 

Towrv 

•hip. 

New 

Jersey 

1 

50643-0681-06-41  _ 

No.  6 . 

IHinois 

1 

52053-2530-01-41 

...  Mmm...- .  . 

No.  1 _ 

Glenmont 

New 

York 

52053-2530-02-41 _ 

..  Motunwk _ _ _  „. 

Nn  9 

1 

52053-2530-03-41 _ 

PoMrar _ _ _ _ _ _ 

No.  3 . 

52053-2530-04-41 _ 

..  Corporaion. _ _ _ _ _ _ 

....  Na  4,. 

51250-2244-04-41  _ 

fiity  nf  HUliy . 

No  4 

Hastings, 

Nebras¬ 

ka 

51250-2244-05-41  _ 

No  5 

1 

51200-3450-02-41 _ 

..  GuH  States  UtHitias  Company . 

SehiiM . 

....  No.  2 . 

Bridge 

City, 

Texas 

51200-3450-05-41 ... 

No  S 

■ 

51200-3456-07-41 _ 

No  7 

Beau¬ 

mont 

Texas 

51200-3456-06-41 _ 

No  ft 

H 

51200-3457-01-41 _ 

..  Gulf  States  Utilities  Company . . 

..  No  1 

Willis, 

Texas 

51200-3457-02-41  _ 

1 

51200-1301-07-41 _ _ 

...  No  7.. 

Baton 

Rouge, 

Louisi¬ 

ana 

51200-1301-06-41  _ 

No  ft 

1 

51200-1301-00-41 _ 

No  fl 

51200-1304-02-41  _ 

..  WHkiwGIan . 

...  No  9 

SL 

Qsbrisi, 

Louisl- 

ftna 

51200-1304-03-41  . 

No  ft 

1 

51200-1304-04-41 _ 

...  No.  4 . 

51200-1304-05-41  „„  .„. 

...  No.  5 . 

51200-1303-01-41  _ 

*^‘-‘--111 

...  No.  1 

Charles 

(Wsst- 

Ma), 

LxmW- 

ana 

1 

* 

* 

' 
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.  Case  control  No. 

Petitioner 

Generating,  station 

Unit 

identi¬ 

fication 

Location 

51209-1393-02-^1 . 

_ _  No.  2 . 

51209-1393-03-41 . 

.  No.  3 

51209-1393-04-41 . 

.  No.  4._.. 

No  1 

51702-3601-01-41  . 

.  No.  1 _ 

FaHs. 

Texas 
.  Bastrop, 

51702-3601-02-41  . 

.  No.  2 . 

Texas 

51702-3601-03-41  ..  _ _ 

.  No.  3..... 

5301f>-ft97(M>5-4l  . 

Ahhntt . 

_  No.  5 _ 

53010-0970-06-41 . 

......  No.  6 . 

P»0n, 

Illinois 

53010-0970-07-41 _ 

......  No.  7..... 

52542-1456-01-41 . 

_  No.  1..... 

50610-1271-01-41 . 

Oty  Of  CoffeyvHI* . 

r.nffnyujaa.  . . 

.  No.  1 

Louisi¬ 

ana 

.  No.  1 

viHe. 

Kansas 

63001-9067.56-41 

.  CC8 

Morv 

tana 

63001-9103-29-41 _ 

.  CTO....... 

son. 

Minne¬ 

sota 

»  51575-0676-04-41 _ 

.  No.  4 

51575-0676-05-41  _ 

51575-0676-06-41 . ^ _ 

.  No.  5 . 

.  No.  6 _ 

Florida 

51575-0676-07-41  , 

- 

.  No.  7 _ 

51575-0676-22-41 _ 

.  GT2 

51575-0676-23-41  . . . 

.  GT3 _ 

/.  Statutory  Prohibitions 

The  above  listed  powerplants  are 
prohibited  by  Section  301(a](2]  of  FUA 
from  using  natural  gas  as  a  primary 
energy  source,  or  are  prohibited  from . 
using  natural  gas  as  a  primary  energy 
source  in  excess  of  the  average  base 
year  proportions  allowed  in  Section 
301(a)(3)  of  the  Act. 

II.  Eligibility  for  Exemption 

The  existing  powerplants  listed  above 
have  submitted  petitions  to  ERA  for  a 
Special  Temporary  Public  Interest 
Exemption  and  have  asserted  that: 

a.  Each  existing  powerplant  is: 

1.  Prohibited  on  May  8, 1979  from 
using  natural  gas  as  a  primary  energy 
source  by  Section  301(a)(2)  of  FUA,  or 

2.  Prohibited  from  using  natural  gas  in 
excess  of  the  average  base  year 
proportions  allowed  in  Section  301(a)(3) 
of  FUA. 

b.  The  proposed  use  of  natimal  gas  as 
a  primary  energy  source,  to  the  extent 
that  such  use  would  be  prohibited  by 
Section  301(a)  (2)  or  (3)  of  FUA: 

1.  Will  displace  consumption  of 
middle  distillate  or  residual  fuel  oil:  and 

2.  Will  not  displace  the  use  of  coal  or 
any  other  alternate  fuel  in  any  facility  of 
the  owner/operator  utility  system, 
including  the  powerplant  for  which  the 
exemption  was  submitted. 

III.  Rationale 

To  the  extent  that  the  near-term 
choice  of  fuels  for  certain  existing 
powerplants  is  limited  to  petroleum  or 


natural  gas,  the  use  of  natural  gas  is 
preferred  over  petroleum.  The  expanded 
use  of  natimal  gas  in  these  powerplants 
will  be  a  significant  step  toward 
reducing  our  short-term  oil  consumption. 
This  increased  use  of  natural  gas  will 
help  the  United  States  meet  its 
commitment  to  reduce  its  demand  for 
imported  petroleum  products,  protect 
the  Nation  from  the  effects  of  any  oil 
shortages,  and  will  cushion  the  impact 
of  increasing  world  oil  prices,  which 
have  had  a  detrimental  effect  on  the 
Nation’s  balance  of  payments  and 
domestic  inflation  rate. 

To  the  extent  that  this  increased  use 
of  natural  gas  will  accomplish  these 
goals,  it  will  reduce  the  importation  of 
petroleum  and  further  the  goal  of 
national  energy  self-sufficiency.  This  is 
in  keeping  with  purposes  of  FUA  and  is 
in  the  public  interest. 

Since  the  increased  use  of  natural  gas 
is  in  keeping  with  the  purposes  of  FUA 
and  is  in  the  public  interest,  and  since 
the  petitioners  have  demonstrated  that 
they  have  met  the  eligibility  criteria 
established  in  Section  508.2  of  the 
Special  Rule  (April  9, 1979,  44  FR  21230), 
ERA  proposes  to  grant  the  exemptions. 

rv.  Duration 

ERA  proposes  to  grant  these 
temporary  public  interest  exemptions 
generally  as  follows: 

1.  For  a  period  of  tive  years  to  those 
facilities  that  will  displace  middle 
distillate  fuel  oil; 

2.  For  an  initial  period  of  two  years, 
with  an  automatic  extension  of  three 
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years  upon  the  written  acceptance  by 
ERA  of  a  conservation  plan,  to  those 
facilities  that  will  displace  residual  oil 
with  a  sulfur  content  of  0.5  percent  or 
less; 

3.  For  an  initial  period  of  18  months, 
with  the  provision  for  extension,  at  the 
option  of  ERA,  up  to  an  additional  42 
months,  upon  the  request  of  the 
petitioner,  to  those  facilities  that  will 
displace  oil  with  a  sulfur  content  of 
greater  than  0.5  percent. 

4.  For  petitioners  that  will  displace 
residual  oil  with  a  sulfur  content  of 
greater  than  0.5  percent,  in  Petroleum 
Administration  for  Defense  District  2,  no 
Hnal  orders  will  be  granted  pending 
further  study  by  ERA. 

These  proposed  temporary 
exemptions  are  subject  to  termination 
by  ERA,  upon  six  months  written  notice, 
if  ERA  determines  such  termination  to 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

V.  Terms  and  Conditions 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  Section 
314  of  FUA  and  10  CFR  508.6,  ERA  will 
require  the  order  recipient  upon 
issuance  of  a  final  order  to:  [l]  Report 
the  actual  monthly  volumes  of  natural 
gas  used  in  each  exempted  powerplant 
and  the  estimated  number  of  barrels  of 
each  type  of  fuel  oil  displaced  during  the 
exemption  period,  (2)  submit  a  system- 
wide  fuel  conservation  plan  to  include 
the  period  covered  by  the  temporary 
exemption,  and  (3)  submit  annually  to 
ERA  a  report  on  progress  achieved  in 
implementing  the  system-wide  fuel 
conservation  plan. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Robert  L  Davies, 

Assistant  Administrator,  Off  ice  of  Fuels 
Conversion,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-6642  FUed  3-20-80;  8M»  am] 

BHJJNG  CODE  S4S0-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Adminstration 

Excel  Corp.;  Proposed  Remedial  Order 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Section  205.192(c], 
The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  hereby  gives  notice  of  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  which  was 
issued  to  Excel  Corporation,  a  Division 
of  Allied  Materials  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  12340,  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 
73112. 

This  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
charges  Excel  vFith  pricing  violations  in 
the  amount  of  $1,336,730.83  relative  to 
Excel’s  sale  of  certain  domestic 
petroleum  products  at  prices  exceeding 
their  maximum  legal  selling  prices 


during  the  period  November  1, 1973 
through  December  31, 1975. 

A  copy  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  with  confidential  information 
deleted,  may  be  obtained  from  Wayne  I. 
Tucker,  District  Manager,  Southwest 
District  Enforcement,  Department  of 
Energy,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 
Texas  75235,  or  by  calling  (214)  767- 
7745,  On  or  before  April  7, 1980,  any 
aggrieved  person  may  file  a  Notice  of 
Objection  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals,  2000  M  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  Section  205.193. 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  on  the  11th  day  of 
March,  1980. 

Wayne  I.  Tucker 

District  Manager,  Southwest  District 
Enforecement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

I,  Thomas  A.  Fry,  III,  Chief 
Enforcement  Attorney,  Southwest 
Enforcement  District,  concur  in  the 
issuance  of  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order  (PRO)  to  Excel  Corporation,  and 
in  the  Notice  prepared  for  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Thomas  A.  Fry  in, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  80-87SG  FUed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BUJJNQ  CODE  MM-OI-M 


Worldwide  Energy  Corp.;  Action  Taken 
on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  action  taken  and 
opportunity  for  comment  on  Consent 
Order. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  action  taken 
to  execute  a  Consent  Order  and 
provides  an  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Consent  Order  and  on 
potential  claims  against  the  refunds 
deposited  in  an  escrow  account 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Order. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  February  26, 1980. 

Comments  by  April  21, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Sent  comment^  to:  Wayne  I. 
Tucker.  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy.  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  85235  (phone)  214/767- 
7745. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

February  26, 1980,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  ERA  executed  a 
Consent  Order  with  Worldwide  Energy 
Corporation  of  Denver,  Colorado.  Under 
10  CFR  205.199j(b),  a  Consent  Order 
which  involves  a  sum  of  less  than 
$500,000  in  the  aggregate,  excluding 
penalties  and  interest,  becomes  effective 
upon  its  execution. 

Because  the  DOE  and  Worlwide 
Energy  Corporation  wish  to 
expeditiously  resolve  this  matter  as 
agreed  and  to  avoid  delay  in  the 
payment  of  refunds,  the  DOE  has 
determined  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  make  the  Consent  Order  with 
Worldwide  Energy  Corporation  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  its  execution  by  the 
DOE  and  Worldwide  Energy 
Corporation. 

I.  The  Consent  Order 

Worldwide  Energy  Corporation,  with 
its  home  office  located  in  Denver, 
Colorado,  is  a  firm  which  engaged  in  the 
process  of  natural  gas  liquids  (NGL’s) 
and  was  subject  to  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  and  Allocation 
Regulations  at  10  CFR  Parts  210,  211, 

212.  To  resolve  certain  civil  actions 
which  could  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  of  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  as  a  result  of  its  audit  of 
Worldwide,  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 
ERA,  and  Worldwide  entered  into  a 
Consent  Order,  the  significant  terms  of 
which  are  as  follows: 

1.  The  period  covered  by  the  Consent 
Order  was  April  1, 1975  through  April 
30, 1977,  and  it  included  all  sales  of 
NGL’s  made  by  Central  States  Gas 
Company  (Central),  as  predecessor  to 
Worlwide. 

2.  These  sales  were  due  to 
Worldwide’s  predecessor  Central  not 
applying  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
212  subpart  K,  in  a  manner  acceptable  to 
the  DOE. 

3.  ’The  Consent  Order  does  not 
constitute  an  admission  by  Worldwide 
that  ERA  regulations  have  been 
violated. 

4.  The  Consent  Order  is  a  settlement 
of  the  alleged  overcharges  which  were 
the  subject  of  the  Notice  of  Probable 
Violation  issued  to  Worldwide  on 
November  26, 1979. 

5.  Worldwide  agrees  to  refund  to  the 
DOE  $49,400  on  or  before  March  26, 

1980. 

6.  The  provisions  of  10  CFR  205.199), 
including  the  publication  of  this  Notice, 
are  applicable  to  the  Consent  Order. 

n.  Dbposition  of  Refunded  Overcharges 

In  this  Consent  Order,  Worldwide 
agrees  to  refund,  in  full  settlement  of 
any  civil  liability  with  respect  to  actions 
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which  might  be  brought  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement,  ERA,  arising  out  of  the 
transactions  specihed  in  I.l.  above,  the 
sum  of  $49,400  on  or  before  March  26, 
1980.  Refunded  overcharges  will  be  in 
the  form  of  a  certified  check  made 
payable  to  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy  and  will  be 
delivered  to  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Enforcement,  ERA.  These  funds  will 
remain  in  a  suitable  account  pending  the 
determination  of  their  proper 
disposition. 

The  DOE  intends  to  distribute  the 
refund  amounts  in  a  just  and  equitable 
manner  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws  and  regulations.  Accordingly, 
distribution  of  such  refuned  overcharges 
requires  that  only  those  "persons”  (as 
dehned  at  10  CFR  205.2]  who  actually 
suffered  a  loss  as  a  result  of  the 
transactions  described  in  the  Consent 
Order  receive  appropriate  refunds. 
Because  of  the  petroleiun  industry’s 
complex  marketing  system,  it  is  likely 
that  overcharges  have  either  been 
passed  through  as  a  higher  price  to 
subsequent  purchasers  or  offset  through 
devices  such  as  the  Old  Oil  Allocation 
(Entitlements)  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 

In  fact,  the  adverse  effects  of  the 
overcharges  may  have  become  so 
diffused  that  it  is  a  practical 
impossibility  to  identify  specific, 
adversely  affected  persons,  in  which 
case  disposition  of  the  refunds  will  be 
made  in  the  general  public  interest  by 
an  appropriate  means  such  as  payment 
to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.1991(a). 

III.  Submission  of  Written  Comments 

A.  Potential  Claimants:  Interested 
persons  who  believe  that  they  have  a 
claim  to  all  or  a  portion  of  the  refund 
amount  should  provide  written 
notification  of  the  claim  to  the  ERA  at 
this  time.  Proof  of  claims  is  not  now 
being  required.  Written  notification  to 
the  ERA  at  this  time  is  requested 
primarily  for  the  purpose  of  identifying 
valid  potential  claims  to  the  refund 
amount.  After  potential  claims  are 
identified,  procedures  for  the  making  of 
proof  of  claims  may  be  established. 
Failure  by  a  person  to  provide  written 
notification  of  a  potential  claim  within 
the  comment  period  for  this  Notice  may 
result  in  the  DOE  irrevocably  disbiu'sing 
the  funds  to  other  claimants  or  to  the 
general  public  interests. 

B.  Other  comments:  The  ERA  invites 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
terms,  conditions,  or  procedural  aspects 
of  this  Consent  Order. 

You  should  send  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  to  Wayne 

I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  P.O.  Box  35228,  Dallas, 


Texas  75235.  You  may  obtain  a  free 
copy  of  this  Consent  Order  by  writing  to 
the  same  address  or  by  calling  (214)  767- 
7745. 

You  should  identify  your  comments  or 
written  notification  of  a  claim  on  the 
outside  of  your  envelope  and  on  the 
documents  you  submit  with  the 
designation,  "Comments  on  Worldwide 
Consent  Order.”  We  will  consider  all 
comments  we  receive  by  4:30  p.m.,  local 
time,  on  April  21, 1980.  You  should 
identify  any  information  or  data  which, 
in  your  opinion,  is  confidential  and 
submit  it  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  in  10  CFR  205.9(f). 

Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas  on  the  12th  day  of 
March,  1980. 

Herbert  F.  Buchanan, 

Deputy  Dist.  Mgr.  Southwest  District 
Enforcement  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

I,  Thomas  A.  Fry  III,  Chief 
Enforcement  Attorney,  Southwest 
District,  concur  in  the  issuance  of  the 
Consent  Order  to  Worldwide  Energy 
Corporation  and  in  the  Notice  prepared 
for  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Thomas  A.  Fry  III, 

Chief,  Enforcement  Attorney  Southwest 
District  Department  of  Energy. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8760  Filed  3-20-80;  8:46  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Action  Taken  on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  Action  Taken  on 
Consent  Orders. 

SUMMARY:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  hereby  gives  Notice 
that  Consent  Orders  were  entered  into 
between  the  Office  of  Enforcement, 

ERA,  and  the  firms  listed  below  during 
the  month  of  January  1980.  These 
Consent  Orders  concern  prices  charged 
by  retail  motor  gasoline  dealers  in 
excess  of  the  maximum  lawful  selling  ' 
price  for  motor  gasoline  since  August  1, 
1979,  failure  to  properly  post  the 
maximum  lawful  selling  price  or 
certification,  and  engaging  in  business 
practices  which  are  either 
discriminatory  with  respect  to 
purchasers  of  motor  gasoline,  resulting 
in  a  higher  price  than  permitted,  or  tied 
the  sale  of  gasoline  to  the  purchaser  of 
another  service.  The  purpose  and  effect 
of  these  Consent  Orders  is  to  bring  the 
consenting  firms  into  compliance  with 
the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Allocation 
and  Pricing  Regulations  fi'om  August  1, 


1979,  and  they  do  not  address  or  limit 
any  liability  with  respect  to  consenting 
firms’  prior  compliance  or  possible 
violation  of  the  aforementioned 
regulations.  Pursuant  to  the  Consent 
Orders,  the  consenting  firms  agree  to  the 
following  actions: 

A.  With  respect  to  selling  prices: 

1.  Reduce  prices  for  each  grade  of 
gasoline  to  no  more  than  the  maximum 
lawful  selling  price: 

2.  Roll  back  prices  to  achieve  refund 
of  overcharges; 

3.  Properly  maintain  records  required 
under  the  aforementioned  regulations. 

B.  With  respect  to  business  practices: 

1.  Cease  and  desist  fi'om  employing 
any  form  of  discriminatory  practices; 

2.  Cease  and  desist  from  employing 
any  practice  designed  to  obtain  a  price 
higher  than  is  permitted  by  the 
regulations; 

3.  Cease  and  desist  fiom  employing 
any  practice  making  the  sale  of  gasoline 
contingent  upon  the  purchase  of  another 
service,  charging  for  services  by  means 
of  a  fee  computed  on  a  cents  per  gallon 
basis,  or  charging  a  fee  to  dispense 
gasoline. 

C.  With  respect  to  posting 
requirements: 

1.  Properly  post  the  maximum  lawful 
selling  price  or  certification; 

2.  Roll  back  the  maximum  lawful 
selling  price  for  failure  to  post. 

For  further  information  regarding 
these  Consent  Orders,  please  contact 
Wayne  I.  Tucker,  District  Manager  of 
Enforcement,  Southwest  District  Office, 
Department  of  Energy,  P.O.  Box  35228, 
Dallas,  Texas  75235,  telephone  number 
214/767-7745. 

Firm’s  Name,  Address,  and  Date  of  Consent 
Order 

Edwardo  Salazar,  Jr.,  d.b.a.  Salazar  Exxon, 
P.O.  Box  2,  U  P^or,  TX  78872— Jan.  3, 1980 
The  Sigmor  Corporation,  3643  East 
Commerce,  San  Antonio,  TX  78220 — Dec. 

26, 1979 

Weston  Fisher,  d.b.a.  Fisher  Gulf,  I-IO  & 
Highway  83,  Junction,  TX  76849 — Jan.  14, 
1980 

Eagle  Park  Gulf,  62Q  N.  Dal  Paso,  Hobbs,  NM 
88240— Jan.  23, 1980 

Emil  A.  Radosevich,  d.b.a.  Emil’s  Texaco,  901 
Eubank  Blvd.,  NE.,  Albuquerque,  NM 
87112— Dec.  26, 1979 
Charles  Catgenova,  d.b.a.  Rio  Grande 
Texaco,  924  Rio  Grande  Blvd.,  NW., 
Albuquerque,  NM  87103 — Jan.  8, 1980 
Standard  Truck  Plaza,  1915  Menaul,  NE., 
Albuquerque,  NM  87107 — Dec.  20, 1979 
Reynold’s  Cattle  Co..  Inc.,  d.b.a.  Kent  Cattle 
Co.,  Inc.,  Box  7,  Kent,  79855 — Jan.  8, 

1980 

Jones  Exxon,  Highway  87,  Eden,  TX  76837 — 
Dec.  27. 1979 

Jones  Texaco,  Highway  87,  Eden,  TX  76837 — 
Dec.  28, 1979 

Don  Eudy,  d.b.a.  Don's  Gulf,  1400  South  Main, 
Perryton,  TX  79070— Jan.  15, 1980 
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Bill  Dorman,  d.b.a.  Dorman's  Texaco,  2156 
50th,  Lubbock,  TX— Jan- ^080 
Richard  Holder,  d.b.a.  Rick's  Texaco,  5323  S. 
2nd  Drive,  Lubbock,  TX  79412 — ^Jan.  17, 

1980 

Holbert  Texaco,  1415  University,  Lubbock, 

TX  79401— Jan.  17, 1980 
College  Mobil,  401  University,  Lubbock,  TX 
79401— Jan.  15, 1980 

Family  Park  Exxon,  3402  Avenue  H,  Lubbock, 
TX  79404— Jan.  16, 1980 
Broadway  &  Q  Exxon,  1656  Broadway, 
Lubbock,  TX  79401— Jan.  15, 1980 
Statler  Bros.  Texaco,  6602  Avenue  H, 
Lubbock,  TX  79484— Jan.  21, 1980 
Douglas  Browning  d.b.a.  Browning  Standard, 
3664  50th,  Lubbock,  TX  79413— Jan.  16, 1980 
LeRoy  Butler,  d.b.a.  Car  Clean  Gulf,  2024 
Clovis  Road,  Lubbock,  TX  79415 — Jan.  23, 
1980 

Northgate  Chevron,  9428  Dyer  St.,  El  Paso,  TX 
79924— Jan.  11, 1980 

Jones  Hondo  Service,  9100  Dyer  St.,  El  Paso, 
TX  79924— Jan.  11, 1980 
Sunland  Park  Exxon,  950  Sunland  Park  Road, 
El  Paso,  TX  79920— Jan.  10, 1980 
Country  Club  Gulf,  5124  Mace,  El  Paso,  TX 
79932— Jan.  9, 1980 

Johnny's  Chevron,  10101  Montana,  El  Paso, 

TX  79925— Jan.  9, 1980 
Velasco  Exxon,  6200  Gateway  East,  El  Paso, 
TX  79905— Jan.  8, 1980 

Fred  R.  Binka  Texaco,  6669  Gateway  West,  El 
Paso,  TX  79925— Jan.  7, 1980 
Freeway  Chevron,  7500  Gateway  East,  El 
Paso,  TX  79915— Jan.  9, 1980 
Nelson's  Eastwood  Chevron,  1001  McRae,  El 
Paso,  TX  79925— Jan.  9, 1980 
Dale  Blue  Chevron,  10555  Gateway  West,  El 
Paso,  TX  79925— Jan.  9, 1980 
Adam's  Chevron,  1272  Lomaland  St.,  El  Paso, 
TX  79907— Jan.  9, 1980 
H  &  H  Car  Wash,  8630  Dyer,  El  Paso,  TX 
79904— Jan.  10, 1980 
Dub  Johnson  Mobil,  6451 N.  Freeway, 
Houston,  TX  77076— Jan.  7, 1980 
Van  Automotive,  Inc.,  5301  Bellaire  Blvd., 
Bellaire,  TX  77401— Jan.  29, 1980 
Vasilios  G.  Koulianos  Shell,  402  Uvalde, 
Houston,  TX  77015— Jan.  30, 1980 
Nottington  Texaco,  14403  Memorial  Drive, 
Houston,  TX — ^Jan.  30, 1980 
Charles  &  Marion  Myers,  d.b.a.  Myers 
Northwest  Shell,  10404  N.W.  Freeway, 
Houston,  TX — ^Jan.  30, 1980 
John  Henry  Roberts  Gulf,  5230  Bennington, 
Houston,  TX — ^Jan.  31, 1980 
Caldwell's  Shell,  5435  Bissonnett  St., 

Houston,  TX  77081— Jan.  31, 1980 
Joubert's  Service,  5203  Griggs  Road,  Houston, 
TX  77021— Jan.  7, 1980 
Gus  Varcados  Shell  Station,  12226  Hillcroft, 
Houston,  TX  77035— Jan.  25, 1980 
Cook's  Texaco,  4703  Telephone  Road, 
Houston,  TX  77017— Jan.  14, 1980 
John  Sneed,  d.b.a.  Freeway  Texaco,  P.O.  Box 
252L,  Baytown,  TX  77520— Jan.  10, 1980 
Arvill  Bankston,  d.b.a.  Eastway  Texaco,  9201 

N.  Loop  East,  Houston,  TX — ^Jan.  10, 1980 
H.  F.  Vannatter,  Inc.,  d.b.a.  Van's  Gulf,  3801 
Little  York,  Houston,  TX — ^Jan.  8, 1980 
S.  Jarman  Texaco,  3730  Eastex  Freeway, 
Houston,  TX  77026— Jan.  14, 1980 
David  Copenland  Exxon,  1902  N.  Richmond, 
Wharton,  TX— Sept.  25, 1979 

O.  C.  Rich,  d.b.a.  Pete's  Gulf,  8430  Fulton, 
Houston,  TX  77002— Jan.  15, 1980 


Adventure  Investment  Corp.,  d.b.a. 
Anchorage  Marina,  Rt.  1,  Box  699M,  Willis, 
TX  77378-^ec.  12, 1979 
Price  Texaco,  6410  South  Park,  Houston,  TX 
77021— Dec.  17, 1979 

Grant  Texaco,  4902  South  Park,  Houston, 
TX— Dec.  17, 1979 

Don's  Gulf,  2218  N.  Loop  West,  Houston,  TX 
77018— Dec.  27, 1979 

C.  A.  Popp  Service  Station,  8017  Homestead, 
Houston,  TX  77028— Dec.  20, 1979 
Villarrell  Texaco,  3401  Canal,  Houston,  TX — 
Nov.  30, 1979 

Snider's  Texaco,  6400  N.W.  39th  Expressway, 
Bethany,  OK  73008— Jan.  16, 1980 
Vandermeer's  Texaco,  Rt.  2,  Box  14B, 
Blackwell.  OK  74631— Jan.  16, 1980 
Conway  Mobil  Service,  921  Walnut  Street, 
Dimcan,  OK — ^Jan.  16, 1980 
Ray  P.  Smith  DX  Station,  908  North  16th, 
Duncan.  OK  73533— Jan.  16, 1980 
George's  Mobil,  Route  2,  Purcell,  OK  73080 — 
Jan.  21, 1980 

Jamison  Texaco,  7501 S.  Shields,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73149— Jan.  29, 1980 
Holiday  Inn  Gulf,  2616  W.  Broadway, 
Ardmore,  OK  73401— Jan.  29, 1980 
Al's  Truck  Stop,  Highway  65  &  82,  Lake  ' 
Village,  AR— Jan.  29, 1980 
Jason  M.  Bergeron,  d.b.a.  Lakeside  Exxon, 
Highway  90  E  &  Roderick  Ave.,  Morgan 
City,  LA  70380— Jan.  14, 1980 
Guy  Aloisio,  d.b.a.  Guy's  Exxon,  P.O.  Box 
276,  Patterson,  LA  70392— Jan.  24, 1980 
Andre  Dragna,  d.b.a.  Dragna's  Shell  Service, 

P.O.  Box  2056,  Morgan  City,  LA  70380 — ^Jan. 

29. 1980 

Charles  &  Jules  Hebert,  d.b.a.  Avoca  Road 
Gulf  Service  1708  U.S.  Highway  90,  Morgan 
City.  LA  70380— Jan.  30, 1980 
Foumet’s  Winnwood  Gulf,  Lafayette,  LA 
70501 

Sterling  Calligan,  d.b.a.  Sterling's  Exxon,  1500 
W.  Park  Ave.,  Houma,  LA  70360 — ^Jan.  31, 
1980 

Adolph  A.  LaCoste,  d.b.a.  H  &  L  66  Service, 
247  W.  Harrison  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA 
70124— Jan.  23. 1980 

Robert  D'Hemecourt  &  Frank  Udolo,  d.b.a. 
West  Esplanade  Texaco,  6305  Elysian 
Fields  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70124 — ^Jan. 

23. 1980 

Harold  Rambin,  d.b.a.  Ram  Bros.  Market,  P.O. 

Box  35.  Blanchard.  LA  71109— Dec.  13, 1979 
Allen's  Texaco,  411 W.  Wise,  Bowie,  TX 
76230— Jan.  3, 1980 
New  &  Gamer  Exxon,  6202  Belt  Line, 

Garland,  TX  75040— Jan.  10, 1980 
Ted  Pearce  Exxon,  312  W.  Coriscana,  Athens, 
TX  75761— Jan.  14, 1980 
R.  A.  Herriage  Texaco,  226  S.  Palestine, 
Athens,  TX  75751— Jan.  14. 1980 
Bob  Burrough's  Gulf,  l^st  Spring  & 

Granberry,  Palestine,  TX  75801— Jan.  15, 
1980 

Holton  Shell.  2000  S.  First  St.,  Lufkin,  TX 
75901— Jan.  16, 1980 

Scrub-A-Dub  Car  Wash,  412  W.  Randal  Mill 
Road,  Arlington,  TX  76012— Jan.  31, 1980 
Lucky's  Texaco,  3330  Oak  Lawn,  Dallas,  TX 
79219— Jan.  14. 1980 

Sid's  Exxon,  1424  W.  Davis  St.,  Dallas,  TX 
75208— Jan.  24, 1980 
Enloe's  Texaco,  P.O.  Box  300,  Ross,  TX 
76684— Jan.  22, 1980 


Issued  in  Dallas,  Texas,  this  11th  day  of 
March  1980. 

Herbert  F.  Buchanan. 

Deputy  Diet.  Mgr.,  Southwest  District 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration, 

I,  Thomas  A.  Fry,  III,  Chief 
Enforcement  Attorney,  Southwest 
District  Enforcement,  concur  in  the 
attached  FR  Notice  regarding  Consent 
Orders  issued  in  the  Retail  Gasoline 
Survey. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Thomas  A.  Fry  ID, 

Chief,  Enforcement  Attorney,  Southwest 
District  Enforcement 

[FR  Doc.  80-87B1  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  S450-01-M 


[ERA  Docket  No.  80-CERT-012] 

Mississippi  Power  snd  Light  Co.; 
Appiication  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Naturai  Gas  To  Dispiace  Fuei  Oii 

Take  notice  that  on  February  19, 1980, 
Mississippi  Power  and  Light  Company 
(MP&LJ,  P.O.  Box  1640,  Jackson, 
Mississippi  39205,  filed  an  application 
for  certification  of  an  eligible  use  of 
natural  gas  to  displace  fuel  oil  at  its 
Baxter  Wilson  Steam  Electric  Station 
Unit  #1  (BWSES  #1)  and  Baxter  Wilson 
Steam  Electric  Station  Unit  #2  (BWSES 
#2)  located  in  Vicksburg,  Mississippi, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  (44  FR 
47920,  August  16, 1979).  More  detailed 
information  is  contained  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  (ERA)  and 
available  to  public  inspection  at  the 
ERA,  Docket  Room  4126-A,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20461, 
from  8:30  a.m.-4:30  p.m.  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

In  its  application,  MP&L  states  that 
the  volume  of  natmal  gas  for  which  it 
requests  certification  is  up  to  200,000 
Mcf  per  day  which  is  estiamted  to 
displace  the  combined  use  of 
approximately  32,000  barrels  of  No.  6 
residual  fuel  oil  (2.5  per  cent  sulfur)  per 
day  at  BWSES  #1  and  BWSES  #2. 

'The  eligible  seller  and  transporter  is 
the  Michigan  Consolidated  Gas 
Company,  One  Woodward  Avenue, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48226. 

In  order  to  provide  the  public  with  as 
much  opportunity  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding  as  is  practicable  under  the 
circumstances,  we  are  inviting  any 
person  wishing  to  comment  concerning 
this  application  to  submit  comments  in 
writing  to  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Room  412&-A,  2000  M 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
Attention:  Mr.  Finn  K.  Neilsen,  on  or 
before  March  31, 1980. 
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An  opportunity  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  of  data,  views,  and 
arguments  either  against  or  in  support  of 
this  application  may  be  requested  by 
any  interested  person  in  writing  by 
March  31, 1980.  The  request  should  state 
the  person’s  interest,  and,  if  appropriate, 
•  why  the  person  is  a  proper 
representative  of  a  group  or  class  of 
persons  that  has  such  an  interest.  The 
request  should  include  a  summary  of  the 
proposed  oral  presentation  and  a 
statement  as  to  why  an  oral 
presentation  is  necessary.  If  ERA 
determines  an  oral  presentation  is 
necessary,  further  notice  will  be  given  to 
MP&L  and  any  persons  filing  comments, 
and  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Paul  T.  Burke, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8762  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOe  6450-01-M 

[ERA  Docket  No.  79-CERT-119] 

Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles;  Certification  of 
Eligible  Use  of  Natural  Gas  To  Displace 
Fuel  Oil 

The  Department  of  Water  and  Power 
of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (City  of  Los 
Angeles),  P.O.  Box  111,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90051,  filed  an  application  for 
certification  of  an  eligible  use  of  00110*0! 
gas  to  displace  fuel  oil  at  four  of  its 
steam-electric  generating  stations  in 
California  with  the  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595  on 
December  18, 1979.  Notice  of  that 
application  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (45  FR  9056,  February  11, 1980) 
and  an  opportunity  for  public  comment 
was  provided  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
calendar  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  No  comments  were 
received. 

The  ERA  has  carefully  reviewed  the 
City  of  Los  Angeles’  application  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  Part  595  and 
the  policy  considerations  expressed  in 
the  Final  Rulemaking  Regarding 
Procedures  for  Certification  of  the  Use 
of  Natural  Gas  to  Displace  Fuel  Oil  (44 
FR  47920,  August  16, 1979).  The  ERA  has 
determined  that  the  City  of  Los  Angeles’ 
application  satisfies  the  criteria 
enumerated  in  10  CFR  Part  595,  and, 
therefore,  has  granted  the  certification 
and  transmitted  that  certification  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
A  copy  of  the  transmittal  letter  and  the 


actual  certification  are  appended  to  this 
notice. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Paul  T.  Burke, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Mr.  Kenneth  F.  Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Re:  ERA  Certification  of  Eligible  Use,  ERA 
Docket  NO.  79-CERT-119,  Department  of 
Water  and  Power  of  the  City  of  Los  Angeles. 
Dear  Mr.  Plumb: 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
595, 1  am  hereby  transmitting  to  the 
Commission  the  enclosed  certification  of  an 
eligible  use  of  natural  gas  to  displace  fuel  oil. 
This  certification  is  required  by  the 
Commission  as  a  precondition  to  interstate 
transportation  of  fuel  oil  displacement  gas  in 
accordance  with  the  authorizing  procedures 
in  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart  F.  As  noted  in  the 
certificate,  it  is  effective  for  one  year  from  the 
date  of  issuance,  unless  a  shorter  period  of 
time  is  required  by  18  CFR  Part  284,  Subpart 
F.  A  copy  of  the  enclosed  certification  is  also 
being  published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
provided  to  the  applicant. 

Should  the  Commission  have  any  further 
questions,  please  contact  Mr.  Finn  K.  Neilsen, 
Director,  Import/Export  Division,  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration,  2000  M  Street 
N.W.,  Room  4126,  Washington,  D.C.  20461, 
telephone  (202)  653-3859.  All  correspondence 
and  inquiries  regarding  this  certification 
should  reference  ERA  Docket  No.  79-CERT- 
119. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  Burke, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Certification  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
of  the  Use  of  Natural  Gas  for  Fuel  Oil 
Displacement  by  the  Department  of 
Water  and  Power  of  the  City  of  Los 
Angeles 

Application  for  Certification 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595,  the 
Department  of  Water  and  Power  of  the. 
City  of  Los  Angeles  (City  of  Los 
Angeles)  filed  an  application  for 
certification  of  an  eligible  use  of  up  to 
100  MMcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  at  its 
Haynes  Generating  Station  in  Long 
Beach,  California;  Scattergood 
Generating  Station  in  Playa  Del  Rey, 
California;  Valley  Generating  Station  in 
Sun  Valley,  California;  and  Harbor 
Generating  Station  in  Wilmington, 
California,  with  the  Administrator  of  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  on  December  18, 1979.  The 
application  states  that  the  eligible  seller 
of  the  gas  is  Consumers  Power  Company 
(Consumers)  and  that  the  gas  will  be 


transported  by  the  El  Paso  Natural  Gas 
Company  and  the  Southern  California 
Gas  Company.  The  application  and 
supplemental  information  indicate  that 
the  use  of  this  natural  gas  is  estimated 
to  displace  up  to  6,000,000  gallons  of  fuel 
oil  (0.25  percent  sulfur)  per  year.  The 
application  also  indicates  that  neither 
the  gas  nor  the  displaced  fuel  oil  will  be 
used  to  displace  coal  in  the  applicant’s 
facilities. 

Certification 

Based  upon  a  review  of  the 
information  contained  in  the 
application,  as  well  as  other  information 
available  to  ERA,  the  ERA  hereby 
certifies,  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  595, 
that  the  use  of  up  to  100  MMcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day  at  the  City  of  Los  Angeles’ 
Haynes  Generating  Station  Scattergood 
Generating  Station,  Valley  Generating 
Station,  and  Harbor  Generating  Station 
purchased  fi'om  Consumers  is  an  eligible 
use  of  gas  within  the  meaning  of  10  CFR 
Part  595. 

Effective  Date 

This  certification  is  effective  upon  the 
date  of  issuance,  and  expires  one  year 
from  that  date,  unless  a  shorter  period  of 
time  is  required  by  18  CFR  Part  284, 
Subpart  F.  It  is  effective  during  this 
period  of  time  for  the  use  of  up  to  the 
same  certified  volume  of  natural  gas  at 
the  same  facilities  purchased  from  the 
same  eligible  seller. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Paul  T.  Burke, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator,  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  80-6783  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6450-01-M 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

[Project  No.  2336] 

Georgia  Power  Co.;  Extension  of  time 

March  17, 1980. 

On  March  11, 1980,  Georgia  Power 
Company  filed  a  request  for  an 
extension  of  time  to  file  an  appeal  or  a 
petition  for  rehearing  of  an  Order 
Approving  Revised  Exhibit  R.  issued 
February  26, 1980,  by  the  Director, 

Office  of  Electric  Power  Regulation,  in 
the  above-docketed  proceeding.  The 
order  may  be  appealed  to  the 
Commission  under  18  CFR  1.7(d),  The 
motion  states  that  additional  time  is 
needed  for  the  company  to  assess  its 
legal  position  in  this  proceeding  and  to 
discuss  this  matter  with  all  parties 
concerned. 


18434 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices 


Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  is  granted  to  and 
including  April  24, 1980,  for  the  filing  of 
an  appeal  in  this  proceeding. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

PK  Doc.  80-8728  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

8IUJNQ  CODE  MSO-aS-M 

[Docket  No.  ER76-739] 

Public  Service  Co.,  of  Indiana,  Inc.; 
Order  Accepting  Staff  Investigative 
Report  and  Terminating  Proceeding 

March  17, 1980. 

Before  the  Commission  for  review  is  a 
Staff  report  which  investigates  the 
reasons  for  termination  of  the  planning 
functions  of  the  Kentucky-Indiana 
Power  Pool  (KIP)  and  assesses  the 
possible  cost  consequences  of  this 
termination  for  the  ratepayers  of  pool 
members.  KIP  members  are  Public 
Service  Company  of  Indiana,  Inc.  (PSI), 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company  (KU), 
Indianapolis  Power  and  Light  Company 
(IP&L)  and  East  Kentucky  Rural  Power 
Cooperative  (EK).  PSI  filed  a  notice  of 
termination  on  June  7, 1976.* 

As  explained  by  the  participants  in 
this  proceeding,  the  primary  objective  of 
the  pool  was  to  plan  generation  and 
transmission  capacity  additions  on  a 
one-system  basis.  Planning 
commitments  were  made  each  year  for 
construction  and  installation  to  occur  in 
the  sixth  year  into  the  future.  Although 
the  members  are  disparately  sized  (with 
PSI  the  largest],  each  system  had. one 
planning  vote  and  the  dissent  of  one 
participant  vetoed  any  proposal.  As  part 
of  the  planning  function,  reserve 
requirements  were  allocated  among  the 
participants.  The  member  with  the 
lowest  installed  reserve  level  was 
designated  to  build  the  next  pool- 
planned  unit,  which  was  sized  to  exploit 
scale  economies.  To  equalize  reserves, 
capacity  in  excess  of  the  needs  of  the 
member  constructing  a  given  unit  was 
sold  to  the  other  pool  participants  by 
means  of  imit  contracts  which  extended 
three  years  past  the  unit  in-service  date. 
The  KIP  agreement  also  commits  the 
participants  to  provide  back-up  power  in 
the  event  of  a  imit  outage  on  a  member’s 
system. 

The  pool  members  do  engage  in  day- 
to-day  coordination  to  a  limited  extent; 

'  Article  6.01  of  the  agreement  provides  for 
termination  by  written  notice  from  any  member, 
which  immediately  ends  all  joint  planning.  All  other 
pool  schedules,  except  for  back-up  power,  are 
unaffected  until  terminated  separately.  Back-up 
power  is  phased  out  over  an  eight-year  period  after 
installation  of  the  last  pool-planned  unit,  KU's  500 
MW  coal-fired  Ghent  No.  3  which  will  go  on  line  in 
1961. 


there  are  schedules  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  the  emergency, 
economy,  diversity  and  short-term 
power.  However,  the  pool  is  not 
centrally  dispatched  and  the 
participants  claim  that  this  was  never 
their  intention. 

KIP  planning  functions  were 
terminated  for  several  reasons.  First,  PSI 
came  to  view  itself  as  a  disproportionate 
contributor  of  scale  economy  benefits  to 
other  pool  members.  By  the  mid-1970’s 
PSI  had  grown  to  a  size  where,  to  its 
corporate  way  of  thinking,  it  no  longer 
needed  to  stagger  generation  additons 
with  other  utilities  to  exploit  scale 
economies.  PSI  claims  that  it  tried  for 
two  years  to  reach  an  agreement  on 
some  reallocation  of  pool  benefits 
without  success.  However,  it  is 
established  that  the  equitable 
distribution  of  burdens  (costs)  is  the 
Federal  Power  Act  standard  for  pools,  ^ 
and  we  do  not  accept  PSI's  relative  size 
as  a  sufficient  reason  for  terminating 
any  pool  provision.  Second,  PSI’s 
decision  to  meet  its  base-load  capacity 
expansion  objectives  with  two  1130  MW 
nuclear  units  (the  Marble  Hill  Station) 
was  not  endorsed  by  the  other  members 
which  chose  coal-fired  units  instead. 
Officials  of  the  coal  producing  State  of 
Kentucky  actively  opposed  issuance  of  a 
construction  license  for  these  units  by 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
There  were  disputes  among  the 
members  concerning  (1)  the  relative 
reliabilities  of  coal-fired  and  nuclear 
units,  (2)  the  derivative  question  of  PSI’s 
future  reserve  requirement,  and  (3)  the 
design  of  pool  rate  schedules  which 
recognized  the  disparity  in  fixed  and 
variable  costs  between  fossil-fired  and 
nuclear  units.  ^ 

As  noted  earlier,  KIP  had  a  planning 
horizon  of  six  years.  The  members  made 
planning  decisions  in  1976  which 
committed  them  until  March  31, 1982.  In 
1976  PSI  anticipated  that  the  first 
Marble  Hill  unit  would  come  on  line  late 
in  1982,  with  the  second  unit  scheduled 
for  1984.  Since  the  pool-plaimed  status 
of  these  units  could  not  be  negotiated, 

PSI  exercised  its  right  under  the 
agreement  to  terminate  pool  planning 
functions  as  of  July  1, 1976,  by  notice 
filed  with  the  FPC  on  June  7, 1976. 

*  Gainesville  Utilities  Dept.,  40  FPC  1248  (1968), 
affd.,  Gainesville  Utilities  Dept.  v.  Florida  Power 
Carp.,  402  U.S.  515  (1971). 

’This  appears  to  be  the  most  signiHcant  reason 
for  pool  termination.  This  dissension  over  base-load 
capacity  planning  should  be  contrasted  to  the 
consensus  among  members  of  the  New  England 
Power  Pool  (NEPOOL)  to  reply  on  nuclear  units  for 
regional  base-load  capacity.  NEPOOL,  a  centrally- 
dispatched  operating  and  planning  pool,  is  an 
outgrowth  of  several  agreements  among  New 
England  utilities  to  jointly  construct  and  own 
nuclear  units. 


Although  PSI's  fellow  pool  members 
were  not  enthusiastic  about  the  notice  of 
termination,  they  appear  to  have 
concluded  that  ^ey  could  not  induce 
PSI  to  plan  jointly.  They  will  revert  to 
earlier  bilateral  interconnection 
agreements  that  had  been  in  abeyance 
while  the  KIP  agreement  was  in  effect. 

On  August  1, 1977,  the  FPC  issued  an 
order  which  accepted  the  notice  of 
termination  for  filing,  made  it  effective 
as  of  July  1, 1976  (as  requested  by  PSI), 
and  ordered  an  investigation  under 
sections  202,  206,  307  and  311  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  to  determine  “if  such 
termination  is  consistent  with  the  public 
interest.” 

The  investigation  which  followed  did 
not  include  a  formal  hearing.  Instead, 
Staff  undertook  an  informal  study  to 
identify  the  savings  foregone  as  the 
result  of  pool  termination.  Staff  made 
the  following  determination  of  the 
effects  of  terminating  KIP  as  a  joint¬ 
planning  pool; 

While  the  FERC  possible  can  void 
termination  of  the  KIP  Pool  Agreement,  it  is 
highly  unlikely  that  it  could  effectively  force 
the  member  systems  to  either  conduct  or 
implement  the  results  of  joint  planning 
studies.  And,  as  stated,  since  the  Pool 
agreement  did  not  provide  for  central 
dispatch  it  is  questionable  that  the  Pool 
ratepayers  will  suffer  and  actual  loss  through 
savings  foregone  due  to  pool  termination. 

Staff  thus,  recommends  that  the  Pool 
agreement  be  allowed  to  terminate. 

The  Staff  investigative  report 
criticizes  PSI  for  terminating  the  KIP 
agreement  without  first  having  studied 
the  reliability  and  production  cost 
consequences  of  this  decision.  However, 
the  Staff  does  not  suggest  that  PSI 
would  have  found  reasons  to  maintain 
the  pool  if  these  studies  had  been 
performed. 

Staff  also  describes  the  possible 
benefits  of  a  more  sophisticated  pool  in 
which  all  member  systems  would  be 
centrally  dispatched.  Two  computerized 
production  cost  studies  were  performed 
by  the  Staff  which  compared  the 
operating  costs  of  the  four  pool  members 
as  their  systems  were  coordinated  under 
the  KIP  agreement  against  the  costs  of  a 
centrally-dispatched  pool  operating  as  a 
single  system.  Planning  data,  compiled 
by  pool  members  in  1975  and  1976, 
covering  1976-1985  were  used  by  the 
Staff  in  studies  which  found  aggregate 
10-year  production  cost  savings  ranging 
from  $124.2  million  to  $224.5  million 
(2.2%  to  3.4%  of  total  production 
expenses).  The  low  estimate  assumes 
the  existing  transmission  configuration 
of  members  which  imposes  capacity 
transfer  limits  on  pool  transactions;  the 
high  estimate  assumes  that  additional 
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transmission  capacity  is  constructed  to 
permit  optimal  transfers. 

Staff  chides  PSI  for  having  terminated 
the  agreement  without  hrst  having 
studied  the  possible  benefits  of  more 
sophisticated  pooling  arrangements.  The 
report’s  concluding  paragraph  notes  that 
this  raises  a  management  prudence 
question  which  could  be  considered  in 
ibture  PSI  wholesale  rate  cases. 

After  comments  were  received  from 
the  parties,  the  Staff  report  was  certified 
to  the  Commission  by  the  presiding 
judge  who  summarized  Staffs  findings 
and  reiterated  the  Staff  recommendation 
that  the  docket  be  terminated.  We 
conclude  fi'om  the  foregoing  discussion 
that  termination  of  KIP  planning 
functions  has  not  been  shown  to 
seriously  affect  the  ratepayers  of  pool 
members  and  that  this  docket  should  be 
closed. 

Electric  utilities  have  the  obligation  to 
act  prudently  on  behalf  of  their 
customers.  This  duty  of  prudence  carries 
with  it  the  obligation  to  minimize  and 
avoid  lumecessary  costs.  Coordination 
is  one  opportunity  for  cost  control.  KIP 
members  appear  to  recognize  this  and 
assert  they  will  exploit  such 
Coordination  benefits  through 
alternative  bilateral  agreements.  The 
Commission  encourages  the  KIP 
members  to  pursue  these  endeavors.  In 
this  respect,  we  are  bound  to  caution 
that  the  adequacy  of  these  efforts  may 
be  tested  in  future  rate  cases. 

The  Commission  orders: 

This  investigation  docket  is  hereby 
terminated. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8730  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER80-238] 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma; 
Extension  of  Time 

March  14, 1980. 

On  March  11, 1980,  the  Grand  River 
Dam  Authority  of  Oklahoma  (GRDA) 
filed  a  request  for  extension  of  time  to 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  the  above- 
docketed  proceeding.  The  motion  states 
that  additional  time  is  needed  for  GRDA 
to  evaluate  the  underlying  data  in  this 
case  and  to  allow  the  governing  Board 
of  GRDA  to  meet  and  consider  these 
issues. 

Upon  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  an  extension  is  granted  to  and 


including  April  4, 1980,  for  the  filing  of  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  this  proceeding. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8731  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUM  CODE  64S0-S5-M 


[Docket  No.  IN80-14] 

Virginia  Electric  &  Power  Co.; 
Investigation 

March  14, 1980. 

On  March  14, 1980,  the  Conunission 
ordered  a  formal  private  investigation  of 
allegations  made  against  the  Virginia 
Electric  &  Power  Company  [VEPCOJ. 

The  investigation  will  be  conducted 
under  Section  307  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  and  the  Commission’s  Rules 
Relating  to  Investigation,  18  CFR  Part 
lb,  by  Ae  Office  of  Enforcement,  which 
upon  conclusion  of  Ae  investigation  will 
report  its  findmgs  and  recommendations 
to  Ae  Commission. 

KenneA  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8732  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG'COOE  64S0-8S-M 


[No.  163] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

March  18, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Conunission  received  notices  fi'om  Ae 
jurisdictional  agencies  listed  below  of 
determinations  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
274.104  and  applicable  to  Ae  mdicated 
wells  pursuant  to  Ae  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978. 

Alabama  Oil  and  Gas  Board 

1.  Control  niunber  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Weil  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchasers) 

1.  80-16788/2-8-801  PDA 

2.  01-057-20174-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Jones  8-15 

6.  Bluff 

7.  Fayette  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  SouAem  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16789/2-8-802  PDA 

2.  01-057-20179-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Grinsley  Et  A1  34-15 


6.  Davis  Chapel 

7.  Fayette  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16790/2-8-803  PDA 

2.  01-057-20182-8000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  SmiA  32-14 

6.  Musgrove  Creek 

7.  Fayette  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16791/2-8-804  PD-A 

2.  01-097-20160-0000 

3. 107  000  000 

4.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  Creola  Minerals  34-10  #1 

6.  Hatters  Pond 

7.  Mobile  AL 

8. 195.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co,  United  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Co 

1.  80-16792/2-8-805  PDA 

2.  01-097-20136-8000 

3. 107  000  000 

4.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  Mcbsc  16-7  No  1 

6.  Hatters  Pond 

7.  Mobile  AL 

8.  219.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co,  Uiuted  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Co 

1.  88-16793/2-8-806  PDA 

2.  01-097-20150-0000 

3. 107  000  000 

4.  Getty  Oil  Co 

5.  E  L  Hatter  4-10  No  2 

6.  Hatters  Pond 

7.  Mobile  AL 

8.  220.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co,  United  Gas  Pipeline 
Co 

1.  80-16794/2-8-807  PDA 

2.  01-057-20177-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Fowler  22-14 

6.  Musgrove  Creek 

7.  Fayette  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16795/2-8-808  PDA 

2.  01-875-20212-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Wheeler-Boyette  25-7 

6.  Hells  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16796/2-8-809  PDA 

2.  01-057-20186-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Fowler  11-4 

6.  Davis  Chapel 

7.  Fayette  AL 
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8. 144.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 18797/2-8-8010  TOA 
2. 01-057-20163-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Perry  13-6 

6.  Hubbertville 

7.  Fayette  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 16798/2-8-8011  PDA 

2.  01-075-20223-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Pennington-HoUis  32-11 

6.  Watson  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16799/2-8-8012  PDA 

2.  01-075-20219-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Ogden  19-1 

6.  K^tary  Grove 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1. 80- 16800/2-8-8013  PDA 
2.01-075-^20208-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Grace  Petroleum  Corp 

5.  Norton  6-2 

6.  Watson  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8.  205.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16801/2-8-8014  PDA 

2.  01-075-20194-0000 

3. 102  000000 

4.  Pruet  Production  Co 

5.  Jones  26-3  No  1 

6.  Blowhom  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 49.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 16802/2-8-8015  PDA 
2. 01-075-20177-0000 

3.102  000  000 

4.  Pruet  Production  Co 

5.  Frances  W  lliomas  7-15  #1 

6.  Star 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8.  256.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

1. 80- 16803/2-6-8016  PDA 
2.  01-075-20204-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Pruet  Production  Co 

5.  Arline  Manuf  Co  23-3  #1 

6.  Blowhom  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 274.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 16804/2-8-8017  PDA 
2.01-075-20234-0000 


3.102  000000 

4.  Pruet  Production  Co 

5.  Thomas  15-15  No  1 

6.  Blowhom  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 433.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1. 80- 16805/2-8-8018  PDA 
2.  01-075-20237-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Pmet  Production  Co 

5.  Weyerhaeuser  26-6  No  1 

6.  Blowhom  Creek 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 27.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co  . 

1. 80- 16806/2-8-8019  PDA 
2. 01-075-20125-0000 

3. 102  000000 

4.  Pmet  Production  Co 

5.  C  C  Day  Et  A1  No  3 

6.  Star 

7.  Lamar  AL 

a  310.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-16807/2-8-8020  PDA 

2. 01-075-20175-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Pmet  Production  Co 

5.  Thomas  Gas  Unit  No  1 

6.  Star 

7.  Lamar  AL 

8. 365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

Louisiana  Office  of  Conservation 

1.  Control  Niunber  (F£JLC./State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserjs] 

1.  80-16808/78-2302 

2. 17- 101-21021-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  WWF  Oil  Corp 

5.  SL  4801  #1 

6.  Atchafalaya  Bay  Field 

7.  St  Mary  LA 

8.  510.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  88-16809/79-2303 

2. 17- 101-21098-0000 

3. 102  103  000 

4.  WWF  Oil  Corp 

5.  SL  1595  #4 

6.  Atchafalaya  Bay 

7.  St  Mary  LA 

8. 365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-16810/79-2304 

2. 17- 101-21040-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  WWF  Oil  Corp 

5. 'SL  1595  #3D 

6.  Atchafalaya  Bay  Field 


7.  St  Mary  LA 

6. 475.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 
1. 80-16811/88-27 

2. 17-075-22482-0000 
3. 102 103  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  SL  4901  7 

6.  Balize  Bayou 

7.  Plaquemines  LA 

8. 416.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  22, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co 

Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources 

1.  Control  number  (F£.R.C./State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserfs) 

1.  80-16812 

2.21- 079-32960-0000 
3.102  000  000 

4.  Amoco  Production  Co 

5.  St  Blue  Lake  F  2-13 

6.  Blue  Lake  13A-28N-5W 

7.  Kalkaska  MI 

8. 110.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 
1. 60-16813 

2.21- 045-50008-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Kulka  &  Schmidt  Inc 

5.  Roger  Sederlund  Unit  #1-2 

6.  Brookfield  2 

7.  Eaton  MI 

8. 73.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 

1.  80-16814 

2.  21-035-00000-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Energy  Corp 

5.  Benchley  A  #4-31  33011 

6.  Winterfield 

7.  Clare  MI 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 
1.  80-16615 

2.21- 035-00000-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Hunt  Energy  Corp 

5.  Benchley  No  3-31  32992 

6.  Winterfield  Field 

7.  Clare  MI 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  22, 1980 

10.  Consumers  Power  Co 

Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission 

1.  Control  Number  (F.E.R.C./State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 
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4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Bichenen  #1  • 

6.  Watonga 

7.  Blaine  OK 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  80-16589/01421 

2.  35-131-20618-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ketal  Oil  Producing  Co 

5.  Mendell  #1 

6.  W  Oologah 

7.  Rogers  OK 

8.  293.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Diamond  S  Gas  Systems  Inc 

1.  80-16590/01937 

2.  35-151-20913-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Murray  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Woods  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10, 

1.  80-16591/01933 

2.  35-151-20803-0000 

3.103-000-000 

4.  Wm  I  O’Connor 

5.  Copenhaver  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Woods  OK 

8. 185.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.80-16592/01758  ' 

2.  35-093-21295-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Seneca  Oil  Co 

5.  Cain  #1 

6.  Dane 

7.  Major  OK 

8. 181.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 


10.  Purchaserfs] 

1. 80-16581/01901 

2.35- 003-20655-0000 
3.103000  000 

4.  Maguire  Oil  Co 

5.  Nightengale  #2 

6.  Chaney  Dell  E  Miss 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16582/01859 

2.  35-093-20481-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Kaiser  Francis  Oil  Co 

5.  Card  A  #1-16 

6.  Cheyenne  Valley 

7.  Major  OK 

8. 9.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Co 
1.  80-16583/01652 

2.35- 073-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  ]  M  Huber  Corp 

5.  Gammon  No  1 

6.  Columbia 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8. 2.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Exxon  Company  USA 

1.  80-16584/00802 

2.  35-107-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  VAB  Inc 

5.  Dwiggins  No  IB 

6.  Section  7-10-12E 

7.  Okfuskee  OK 

8. 6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16585/02132 

2.  35-087-00288-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tenneco  Oil  Co 

5.  Theodore  F  Dukes  #1 

6.  Payne  NW 

7.  McClain  OK 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Warren  Petroleum  Corp 
1.  80-16586/02125 

2.35- 105-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  James  B  Urban  Petroleum 

5.  Hendricks  #1 

6.  Nowata-Claggett 

7.  Nowata  OK 

8. 70.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Band  M  Pipeline 
1.  80-16587/0^2 

2.35- 007-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Swala  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  #1  Dixon 

6.  Mocane  Council  Grove 

7.  Beaver  County  OK 

8. 91.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 

1.  80-16588/01569 

2.  35-011-20729-0000 

3. 108  000  000 


1.  80-16593/01930 

2.35-003-20660-0000  ' 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Goodno  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16594/01360 

2.  35-061-20195-0000 

3. 102- 000-000 

4.  Service  Drilling  Co 

5.  Whitefield  #1-13 

6.  West  Stigler 

7.  Haskell  OK 

8.  547.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co  Delhi  Gas  P/L 
Co  Columbia  Gas  ‘Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16595/01906 

2.  35-003-20661-0000 

3. 103- 000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Bernard  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 


8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16596/01942 

2.  35-151-20903-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  WM  J  O’Connor 

5.  Spencer  Unit  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Woods  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

91  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16597/02015 

2.  35-007-00000-0000 
3. 108-000-000 

4.  John  P  Castleman  Jr 

5.  Castleman-Bell  No  1 

6.  Camrick 

7.  Beaver  OK 

8. 21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Natiural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of  AME 

1.  80-16598/01909 

2.  35-003-20648-0000 

3.103-000-000  ■ 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor  • 

5.  Maddox  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16599/02059 

2.35-007-00000-0000 
3. 108-000-000 

4.  Pioneer  Production  Corp 

5.  Jackson  #1  OTC  007  09662 

6.  Mocane 

7.  Beaver  OK 

8. 13.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-16600/01911 

2.  35-003-20652-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Elliott  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1. 80-16601/01913 
2.  35-093-21342-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  G  Sacket  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Major  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16602/01916 

2.  35-093-21406-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Bennett  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Major  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16603/04102 
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2.  35-007-21682-0000 

3. 102- 000-000 

4.  P  F  Beeler 

5.  P  F  Beeler — Barby  #116 

6.  Unnamed  Sec  16-4N-26ECM 

7.  Beaver  OK 

8. 120.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16604/01739 

2.  35-047-21729-0000 

3. 103- 000-000 

4.  Geodyne  Resources  Inc 

5.  Goodpasture  No  6-1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8.  51.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16605/01626 

2.  35-073-00000-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Geodyne  Resources  Inc 

5.  Vieth  25-1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  69.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
1.  80-16606/01622 

2.  35-073-21940-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Brown  &  Borelli  Inc 

5.  Jech  #1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  22.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16607/01949 

2.  35-045-35294-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Kaiser  Francis  Oil  Co 

5.  McClung  #1 

6.  Mocane  Laveme 

7.  Ellis  OK 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-16608/02004 

2.  35-043-00000-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Kaiser  Francis  Oil  Co 

5.  Ottie  B  Fuqua  Unit  #1 

6.  N  E  Sailing 

7.  Dewey  OK 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-16609/01950 

2.  35-003-20503-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Cross  #1 

6.  N  Jet 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 10.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Pioneer  Gas  Products  Co 

1.  80-16610/01908 

2.  35-003-20653-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O’Connor 

5.  Lee  #1 

6.  Oakdale 


7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16611/01905 

2.  35-003-20658-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Wm  J  O'Connor 

5.  Louise  #1 

6.  Oakdale 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 180.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16612/01572 

2.  35-011-20783-0000 

3.108-000-000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Co 

5.  Christensen  #1 

6.  S  E  Fay 

7.  Blaine  OK 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co 

1.  80-16613/01445 

2.  35-035-20097-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Maylon  Energy 

5.  Metzen  #1  OTC  No  03553781 

6.  NW  Welch 

7.  Craig  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16614/02135 

2.  35-009-00000-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Miller  &  Stanley  Operating  Co 

5.  Chick  #1 

6.  South  Erick 

7.  Beckham  OK 

8. 16.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16615/01371 

2.  35-133-00017-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Continental  Oil  Co 

5.  R  Arhalokoche  No  1 

6.  S  Cromwell 

7.  Seminole  OK 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Arapaho  Petroleum  Inc 

1.  80-16616/01727 

2.  35-047-21341-0000 

3. 103-000-000 

4.  Ketal  Oil  Producing  Co 

5.  Hallie  #1 

6.  NE  Elkhom 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8. 114.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Aminoil  USA  Inc 

1.  80-16617/01903 

2.  35-093-00000-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Co 

5.  May  #1 

6.  Ringwood 

7.  Major  OK 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co 
1.  80-16618/02187 


2.  35-073-21319-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Ricks  Exploration  Co 

5.  State  #16-A 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OI( 

8. 45.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co 

1.  80-16619/02181 

2.  35-073-00000-0000 

3. 108-000-000 

4.  Buck  Exploration 

5.  Schroeder  No  1 

6. 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 
8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Exxon  Company  USA 

1.  80-16620/02179 

2.  35-088-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  T  Hoke  Jr 

5.  Emily  #2 

6.  Lovell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Eason  Oil  Company 

1.  80-16621/01587 

2.  35-045-20678-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Natomas  North  American  Inc 

5.  Wittkopp  No  1 

6.  NW  Crawford 

7.  Ellis  OK 

8. 115.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16622/01591 

2.  35-083-20644-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jet  Oil  Co 

5.  Omdorff  #1 

6.  SE  Russell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8. 90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Service  Drilling  Co 

1.  80-16623/01592 

2.  35-083-20677-0000 

3. 103  000  000  - 

4.  Jet  Oil  Co 

5.  Omdorff  #2 

6.  SE  Russell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8.  90.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  25, 1980 

10.  Service  Drilling  Co 

1.  80-16624/10593 

2.  35-083-20800-0000 

3.103  000  000 

4.  Jet  Oil  Co 

5.  Howland  2-A 

6.  SE  Russell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Service  Drilling  Co 

1.  80-16625/01607 

2.  35-083-20636-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jet  Oil  Co 

5.  Howland  1-A 

6.  SE  Russell 
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7.  Logan  OK 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Service  Drilling  Co 

1.  80-16626/02017 

2.  35-007-20144-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Sovereign  Exploration  Co 

5.  Sovereign  No  1  Alexander 

6.  Laveme 

7.  Beaver  OK 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Michigan-Wisconsin 

1.  80-16627/01551 

2.  35-109-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Batco  Oil  Co 

5.  Griflin  #2 

8.  West  Edmond 

7.  Okla  OK 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Continental  Oil  Co 
1.  80-16628/02010 

2.  35-025-20344-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  John  P  Castleman  Jr 

5.  Castleman-Cox  No  36-1 

6.  Sampsel 

7.  Cimarron  OK 

8. 140.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  86-16629/01768 

2.  35-045-20729-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jordan  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Mason  No  1 

6.  Gage  S  W 

7.  Ellis  OK 

8. 182.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  86-16630/01419 

2.  35-117-20521-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ketal  Oil  Producing  Co 

5.  Trinkle  #2 

6. 

7.  Pawnee  OK 

8. 117.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16631/01566 

2.  35-073-21950-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  LPCX  Corp 

5.  Cronkite  No  1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kinghsher  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric 

1.  80-16632/01157 

2.  35-153-20835-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Bamell  Ltd 

5.  Roberts  #1-06 

6.  Unnamed 

7.  Woodward  OK  , 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16633/00506 


2.  35-071-20841-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Chase  Exploration  Corp 

5.  Miller  #2-24  (CS  #1} 

6. 

7.  Kay  OK 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16634/02065 

2.  35-063-00000-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Monroe  #1-9 

6.  Dustin 

7.  Hughes  OK 

8.  40.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Public  Service  Company  of  Oklahoma 

1.  80-18635/01678 

2.  35-043-20513-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Zieber  B  #1 

6.  S  E  Taloga 

7.  Dewey  OK 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corp 

1.  86-16636/04880 

2.  35-121-20636-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Hamilton  Brothers  Oil  Co 

5.  Sherrill-Daniels  No  1-25 

6.  Kiowa 

7.  Pittsbui^  OK 

8.  365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Arkansas-Louisiana  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16637/01726 

2.  35-047-21326-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ketal  Oil  Producing  Co 

5.  Alice  #2 

6.  N  E  Elkhom 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8. 143.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Aminoil  USA  Inc 

1.  80-16638/01927 

2.  35-647-21714-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Geodyne  Resources  Inc 

5.  Sawyer  20-1 

6.  Hunter  South 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8.  58.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Atlantic  Richfield  Co 

1.  86-16639/01964 

2.  35-003-20487-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Texas  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Ford  A  #1 

6.  S  Jet 

7.  Alfalfa  OK 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Pioneer  Gas 

1.  86-16640/01969 

2.  35-151-20794-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Shenandoah  Oil  Corp 

5.  London  B  No  1 

6.  Freedom  S  E  (Red  Fork) 


7.  Woods  OK 

8.  269.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  P  L  Co 

1.  80-16641/01920 

2.  35-153-20809-6000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Champlin  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Edna  Henderson  No  1 

6.  N  W  Cedardale 

7.  Woodward  OK 

8.  81.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980  . 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16642/01625 

2.  35-073-22025-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Brown  &  Borelli  Inc 

5.  King-Vieth  #1  ' 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  40.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16643/10668 

2.  35-073-60000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Co 

5.  Newton  1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16644/01669 

2.  35-673-20965-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Co 

5.  Donald  1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16645/02079 

2.  35-091-20212-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Van  Tuyl  #1-20 

6.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16646/02078 

2.  35-091-20206-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Welch  #1-22 

8.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16647/01420 

2.  35-117-20549-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Ketal  Oil  Producing  Co 

5.  Trinkle  #3 

6.  E  Crescent  Star 

7.  Pawnee  OK 

8. 44.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 
1.  80-16648/01603 
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2.  35-083-2073ft-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Service  Drilling  Co 

5.  Barker  #1-5 

6.  N  E  Russell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8.  24.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16649/01606 

2.  35-083-20981-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Service  Drilling  Co 

5.  Barker  #2-5 

6.  N  E  Russell 

7.  Logan  OK 

8.  24.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16650/01918 

2.  35-093-21441-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Clifford  Resources  Inc 

5.  Newton  #1A 

6.  North  Campbell 

7.  Major  OK 

8.  200.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16651/01924 

2.  35-045-20648-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jones  &  Pellow  Oil  Co 

5.  Drake  10-1 

6. 

7.  Ellis  OK 

8.  33.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16652/02084 

2.  35-091-20190-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Ralph  Barnett  #1-21 

6.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8. 174.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16653/02081 

2.  35-091-20192-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Beityhill  #1-22 

6.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8.  453.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16654/02080 

2.  35-091-20205-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Johnston  #1-15 

6.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8.  488.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16655/01654 

2.  35-073-20153-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Kirkpatrick  Oil  Co 

5.  McNulty  B  #1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 


7.  KingBsher  OK 

8.  6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Exxon  Corp 

1.  80-16656/01665 

2.  35-073-50332-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Phoenix  Resources  Co 

5.  Hobbs  Unit  #25-1 

6.  Heimessey  West 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16657/01263 

2.  35-139-20850-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Ferguson  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Inc 

5.  State  No  1-36 

6.  N  Hitchland 

7.  Texas  OK 

8.  22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-19658/02071 

2.  35-091-2021&-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Johnson  #1-25 

6.  Stidham 

7.  McIntosh  OK 

8. 183.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16659/01897 

2.  35-093-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Kaiser  Francis  Oil  Co 

5.  J  W  Jeffries  #1-6 

6.  Ringwood 

7.  Major  OK 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Union  Texas  Petroleum 
1.80-16660/01282 

2.  35-007-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Co 

5.  Marvin  Jones  1 

6.  Mocane  Laveme 

7.  Beaver  OK 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16661/01559 

2.  35-129-20303-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Apache  Corp 

5.  Clay  #1-30 

6.  West  Reydon 

7.  Roger  Mills  OK 

8.  2372.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16662/01521 

2.  35-051-20645-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Trigg  Drilling  Co 

5.  Turkey  #1 

6.  Cogar 

7.  Grady  OK 

8. 471.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Co 
1.  80-16663/02082 


2.  35-091-20220-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Global  Gas  Corp 

5.  Lackey  #1-17 

6.  Hitchita 

7.  McIntosh,  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 
.  9.  February  25, 1980 

10. 

Pennsylvania  Department  of  Environmental 
Resources,  Division  of  Oil  tmd  Gas 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  Well  Number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  Name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  Area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Annual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserjs) 

1.  80-16664/104 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  J  F  McCracken  #1 

6.  Richhill  Township 

7.  Greene  County  PA 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16665/105A 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000  . 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  J  M  Phillips  #1 

6. 

7.  Greene  (Marshall  WVAPA) 

8.  7.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16666/105 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  King  &  T  H  Houston  #1 

6.  Aleppo 

7.  Greene  PA 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16667/106 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  Ellen  J  Behanna  #1 

6.  Somerset 

7.  Washington  PA 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16668/108 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  McCracken  &  Briggs  #1 

6.  Aleppo 

7.  Greene  PA 

8. 2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1. 80-16669/110 
2.37-059-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 
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4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  Levi  Tharp  #1 

6.  Aleppo 

7.  Greene  PA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1960 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16670/111 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  Jasper  Jackson  #1 

6.  Aleppo 

7.  Greene  PA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16671/112 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Tri-County  Oil  &  Gas  Inc 

5.  C  J  Behm  #1 

6.  Aleppo 

7.  Greene  PA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16672/472 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  12 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16673/473 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  20 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16674/474 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  22 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16675/475 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  106  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  25 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16676/476 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  106  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  26 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 


9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16677/477 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  106  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  27 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16678/478 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  28 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16679/479 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  29 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16680/480 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  30 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16681/481 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  106  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  31 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1960 

10.  Nhtional  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-166^/482 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000  , 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  32 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16683/483 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  33 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16684/484 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 


3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  34 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16685/485 

2.  37-065-00000-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Glenbrook  Oil  ft  Gas  Co 

5.  Lewis  No  35 

6.  Brookville 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16686/1039 

2.  37-065-21520-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Charles  H  Miller  WN-1652 

6.  Trade  City  715052 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  84.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16687/1044 

2.  37-063-23886-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Layaro  Gaston  WN-lMl 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  135.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16688/1045 

2.  37-063-23761-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Geno  J  Crivelli  WN-1807 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  56.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16680/1046 

2.  37-033-20664-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  L  E  Smith  WN-1656 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  23.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16690/1047 

2.  37-065-21560-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Kurt  Robbins  WN-1674 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  79.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16691/1048 

2.  37-063-23805-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  C  McFarland  WN-1636 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana  PA 
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8.  47.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16692/1049 

2.  37-063-23955-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  E  Carr  WN-1658 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  75.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16693/1051 

2.  37-065-21543-0003 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Eugene  Catalano  WN-1648 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  Sy6tem  Purchasers 

1.  80-16694/1073 

2.  37-065-21170-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  E  Fye  B-1419 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16695/1075 

2.  37-063-22642-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Opal  Federoff  N-1351 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16696/1077 

2.  37-063-22668-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Lindsey  Coal  Co  N-1358 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16697/1079 

2.  37-033-20571-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  Mitchell  EST  N-1413 

6.  Anderson  Creek  017412 

7.  ClearfleldPA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16698/1081 

2.  37-063-22703-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  H  Miller  N-1385 

6.  Trade  City  715052 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16699/1082 


2.  37-033-20607-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  M  M  Harris  N-1517 

6.  Irish  Run  348275 

7.  ClearfleldPA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16700/1084 

2.  37-033-20521-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Geo  Mitchell  N-1294 

6.  Irish  Run  348275 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16701/1085 

2.  37-033-20581-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  F  Gilmore  N-1415 

6.  La  Borde  390759 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16702/1086 

2.  37-033-20600-0003 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  A  Nelson  N-1520 

6.  La  Borde  390759 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16703/1088 

2.  37-033-20520-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  F  Wingert  N-1290 

6.  La  Borde  390759 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16704/1092 

2.  37-033-20511-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp  . 

5.  A  L  Haag  N-1257 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1. 80-16705/1094 

2.  37-065-21290-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Carl  McGee  N-1519 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1,  80-16706/1095 

2.  37-065-21138-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  G  Doughenbaugh  N-1401 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 


7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1,  80-16707/1097 

2.  37-065-21026-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  N  Dickey  N-1317 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16708/1098 

2.  37-065-21291-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Coip 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  N-1514 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16709/1099 

2.  37-065-21285-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  N-1518 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  86-16710/1101 

2,  37-066-21289-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  N-1509 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16711/1102 

2.  37-066-21286-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  N-1512 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16712/1103 

2.  37-065-21287-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  N-1513 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  28, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16713/1105 

2.  37-065-21028-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  N-1318 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers  ‘ 

1.  80-16714/1108 
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2.  37-033-20544-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  D  E  Knarr  N-1343 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  ClearHeld  PA 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16715/1109 

2.  37-033-20561-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Wm  Barr  N-1380 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfleld  PA 

6.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16716/1110 

2.  37-033-20560-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R I  Smith  N-1364 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16717/1112 

2.  37-033-20577-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Effie  Grape  N-1430 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16718/1120 

2.  37-033-20596-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  D  E  Knarr  N-1S15 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16719/1121 

2.  37-033-20579-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  H  L  Delp  N-1438 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16720/1122 

2.  37-033-20553-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Du  Bois  Dep  Nat  BK  N-1323 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  28, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16721/1123 

2.  37-033-20539-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  N  C  Utzinger  N-1312 

6.  Salem  625030 


7.  Clearfield  PA 
8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16722/1124 

2.  37-033-20527-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
5. 1 R  Potter  N-1306 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16723/1125 

2.  37-033-20523-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  E  B  Shettler  N-1303 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16724/1126 

2.  37-033-20522-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
5. 1 1  Zartman  N-1296 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16725/1132 

2.  37-062-23456-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  B  S  Wineburg  N-1550 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16726/1133 

2.  37-063-2300&-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  V  M  Wachob  N-1434 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16727/1139 

2.  37-063-22906-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp  - 

5.  J  L  Stuchell  N-1404 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1. 80-16728/1140 

2.  37-065-21198-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  M  Tyson  N-1405 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefi^erson  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-1629/1141 


2.  37-065-21149-003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  C  Neal  N-1408 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16730/1142 

2.  37-065-21166-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  L  Kuntz  N-1417 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16731/1143 

2.  37-063-23052-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  P  &  N  Coal  Co  N-1431 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16732/1144 

2.  37-063-23226-003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Adam  Wasicki  N-1433 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16733/1146 

2.  37-063-23145-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  E  M  Smith  N-1442 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana  PA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16734/1147 

2.  37-065-21192-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  A  T  Adamczyk  N-1435 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16735/1149 

2.  37-065-21075-0003 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  Malone  N-1367 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16736/1151 

2.  37-065-21174-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  J  Norris  N-1409 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 
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7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16737/1152 

2.  37-065-23119-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Dawn  Hunt  &  Fish-Club  N-1445 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16738/1154 

2.  37-033-20556-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
5. 1  C  Kann  N-1352 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16739/1155 

2.  37-063-22641-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  L  Taraskiewicz  N-1359 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16740/1156 

2.  37-065-21137-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  S  McGee  N-1398 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16741/1158 

2.  37-063-22891-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  D  Himes  N-1377 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16742/1159 

2.  37-065-21072-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  M  B  Sawyer  N-1361 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  4.0  miilioh  cubic  feet ' 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  89-16743/1163 

2.  37-063-22265-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Clearfield  Bit  Coal  N-1301 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-16744/1165 


2.  37-063-21989-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  B  S  Wineberg  N-1251 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16745/1167 

2.  37-063-22969-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  T  Dymond  N-1399 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16746/1168 

2.  37-065-20986-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Max  Williams  N-1250 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16747/1169 

2.  37-063-22708-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  E  E  Elbel  N-1346 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16748/1170 

2.  37-065-21065-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  P  E  Greenwalt  N-1344 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16749/1176 

2.  37-033-20510-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  C  Kann  N-1255 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16750/1177 

2.  37-033-20509-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Paul  Duff  N-1254 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16751/1179 

2.  37-063-21983-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Farmers  &  Miners  Trust  N-1256 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 


7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16752/1672 

2.  37-0^20171-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  David  M  Neeley  #2  K-A-7 

6.  Upper  Devonian  Sand 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16753/1694 

2.  37-033-20783-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  Philip  Chura  #1  K-A-13 

6.  Upper  Devonian  Sand 

7.  Clearbeld  PA 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16754/1696 

2.  37-063-24230-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  Loy  Gromley  #1  K-A-ll 

6.  Upper  Devonian  Sands 

7.  Indiana  PA 

6,  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16755/2033 

2.  37-059-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Charles  R  Baily 

5.  Charles  R  Tally  Agree  #22301 

6.  Majorsville  Field 

7.  Greene  PA 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16756/2287 

2.  37-063-23638-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 

5.  Fenella  Hatch  EST  WN-1604, 

6.  Pineton  557380 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  500.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16757/3240 

2.  37-005-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Norman  A  Gillingham 

5.  Young  Well  No  1 

6.  Distant 

7.  Armstrong  PA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16758/3241 

2.  37-005-00000-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Norman  A  Gillingham 

5.  Stewart  Well  No  1 

6.  New  Bethlehem 

7.  Clarion  PA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-16759/3615 
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2.  37-063-23985-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 

5.  Ralph  N  Bloom  WN-1624 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 130.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16760 

2.  37-063-24032-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Loy  R  Vite  WN-1675 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16761/3617 

2.  37-065-21581-0003 
3. 108000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Clair  G  London  WN-1634 

6.  Olivebuig  523959 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Gener^  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16762/3618 

2.  37-065-21547-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Eugene  Catalano  WN-1563 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

Pennsylvania  Department  of  Environmental 
Resources,  Division  of  Oil  and  Gas 

1.  80-16763/3643 

2.  37-065-21265-0003 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  S  L  Hanzely  WN-1506 

6.  Soldier  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16764/3645 

2.  37-065-21401-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  WN-1565 

6.  Soldier  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-16765/3646 

2. 37-033-20593-0003  • 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  E  Burghart  WN-1341 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16766/3647 

2.  37-065-21402-0003 

3. 108  000  000 


4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Joyce  L  Redding  WN-1605 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills-063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16767/3655 

2.  37-065-21444-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  WN-1567 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980  ■ 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16768/3703 

2.  37-065-21439-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Brooks  Gould  WN-ira7 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills-063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  28, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16770/3705 

2.  37-033-20580-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Chester  A  Beam  WN-1436 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills-063423 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16771/3706 

2.  37-033-20597-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Dubois  Dep  Nat  Bk  VV^-1504 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-18772/3707 

2.  37-065-21293-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Ollie  Morris  WN-1521 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-18773/3708 

2.  37-065-21268-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Burl  S  Schuckers  WN-1510 

6.  Soldier  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16774/3709 

2.  37-065-21555-0003 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Francis  J  Koeller  WN-1642 

6.  Soldier  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 


9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Gener^  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16775/3710 

2.  37-033-21663-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  WN-16e3 

6.  Soldier  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16776/3713 

2.  37-04&-20583-0003 

3. 108  000  000  , 

4.  James  A  Bemet/Jab  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  James  A  Bemet  ^-1 

6.  Lakeshore — ^Medina 

7.  Erie  PA 

8. 6.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Dist  Co 

1.  80-16777/3714 

2.  37-049-20585-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  James  A  Bemet/Jab  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  James  A  Bemet  #1-2 

6.  Lakeshore — ^Medina 

7.  Erie  PA 

8.  5.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  26, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Dist  Co 

1.  80-16778/3815 

2.  37-065-21266-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Leroy  Mowrey  N-1528 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16779/3816 

2.  37-065-21507-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  F  Lorelli  N-1588 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16780/3817 

2.  37-065-21554-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  G  G  Sprague  N-1660 

6.  Soldiers  Rim  664915 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16781/4002 

2.  37-033-20655-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  James  A  Bonante  WN-1638 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  22.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16782/4037 

2.  37-063-24710-0003 
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3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  M  L  Uney  WN-1745 

6.  Pineton  557380 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  75.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16783/4131 

2.  37-125-21212-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Development  Corp 

5.  K  Heirendt  #2 

6.  Canonsburg 

7.  Washington  PA 

8. 15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16784/4132 

2.  37-125-21188-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Development  Corp 

5.  A  Heirendt  #1 

6.  Canonsburg 

7.  Washington  PA 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16785/4133 

2.  37-125-21185-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Development  Corp 

5.  C  Murray  #1 

6.  Canonsburg 

7.  Washington  PA 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16786/4134 

2.  37-125-21241-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Development  Corp 

5.  A  Zupancic  #1 

6.  Canonsburg 

7.  Washington  PA 

8.  40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16787/4135 

2.  37-125-21137-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Petroleum  Development  Corp 

5.  K  Heirendt  #1 

6.  Canonsburg 

7.  Washington  PA 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16769/3704 

2.  37-063-23934-0003 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Carlton  Dummire  WN-1659 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  PA 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  26, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

Osage  Agency.  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs. 
Osage  County.  Okla. 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 


5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-16816 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  International  Exploration  Co 

5.  Culver  well  No  1 

6.  Culver 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  3.1  i^lion  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Union  Gas  System  Inc 

1.  80-16817 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  International  Exploration  Co 

5.  Culver  well  No  2 

6.  Culver 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  3.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Union  Gas  System  Inc 
1.  80-16818 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  International  Exploration  Co 

5.  Culver  well  No  3 

6.  Culver 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  3.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Union  Gas  System  Inc 

1. 80- 16819 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harold  M  Root 

5.  Mary  Helen  well  #1-A 

6.  Pond  Creek  Dome 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Ajax  Oil  &  Gas  Corp  Inc 

1.80- 16820 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  R  Cox  No  2 

6.  Woolaroc 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16821 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Woolaroc  No  4 

6.  Woolaroc 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  33.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16822 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Yount  No  9 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 


10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16823 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Kuykendall  No  1 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8. ‘51.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.80- 16824 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  McClintock  No  1 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.80- 16825 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Ballew  No  2 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8. 47.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16826 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Ballew  No  2A 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16827 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Moore  No  2 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  28.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16828 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Sweedon  No  3 

6.  Okesa 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16829 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Green  No  3 

6.  Woolaroc 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  29.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 
1.80-16830 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 
3. 103  000  000 
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4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Hughes  No  9 

6.  Almeda 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25. 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-18831 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Ness  No  1-30 

6.  NE  Bighorse 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  ^rvice  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16832 

2.  35-II37OOOOO-OOOO-O 

3. 103  006  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Ness  No  2 

6.  NE  Bighorse 

7.  Osage  OK 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16833 

2.  35-113-00000-0000-0 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Reserve  Energy  Corp 

5.  Porter  No  1 

8.  NE  Bighorse 

7.  Osage  OK 

8.  35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  25, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Co 

The  applications  for  determination  in  these 
proceedings  together  with  a  copy  or 
description  of  other  materials  in  the  record 
on  which  such  determinations  were  made  are 
available  for  inspection.  Except  to  the  extent 
such  material  is  treated  as  confidential  under 
18  CFR  275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  room  1000,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E,  Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with  18 
CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a  protest 
with  the  Commission  within  fifteen  (15)  days 
of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Please  reference  the  FERC  control  number 
in  all  correspondence  related  to  these 
determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8727  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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[No.  161] 

Determinations  by  Jurisdictional 
Agencies  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978 

March  18, 1980. 

The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Conunission  received  notices  from  the 
jurisdictional  agencies  listed  below  of 
determinations  pursuant  to  18  CFR 
274.104  and  applicable  to  the  indicated 
wells  pursuant  to  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978. 


Indiana  Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Oil 
and  Gas  Division 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  voliune 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchasers) 

1.  80-18074 

2. 13- 119-20013-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Collins  Brothers  Oil  Company 

5.  Floyd  Stahl  #1 

6.  Amey  North 

7.  Owen  IN 

8.  21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Citizens  Gas  and  Coke  Utility 
1.  80-16075 

2.13- 119-20015-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Collins  Brothers  Oil  Company 

5.  Stahl  Community  #1 

6.  Amey  North 

7.  Owen  IN 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Citizens  Gas  and  Coke  Utility 
1.  80-16076 

2. 13- 051-21561-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Ram  Oil  Co 

5.  Mamel-Braselton  IR  (unit  #2) 

6.  North  Owensville 

7.  Gibson  IN 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Oil  Co 
1.  80-16077 

2. 13- 051-21622-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Ram  Oil  Co 

5.  Mabel-Marvel  4R  (unit  #2) 

6.  North  Owensville 

7.  Gibson  IN 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Oil  Co 
1.  80-16078 

2.13- 051-21621-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Ram  Oil  Co 

5.  Mabel-Maruel  5R  (unit  #2) 

6.  North  Owensville 

7.  Gibson  IN 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Crystal  Oil  Co 

Montana  Board  of  Oil  and  Gas  Conservation 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(8] 

1.  80-16359/1-80-12 


2.  25-073-21362-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Century  Oil  &  Gas  Corp 

5.  Habets  11-1 

6.  Williams 

7.  Pondera  MT 

8. 73.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Montana  Power  Co 

North  Dakota  Geological  Survey 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State] 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

8.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-16360/202 
2.33-053-00900-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Texaco  Inc 

5.  Silurian  Unit  5  No  1 

6.  Charlson 

7.  McKenzie  ND 

8. 1095.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  20, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-16361/204 

2.  33-007-00394-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  William  Herbert  Hunt  Tmst  Est 

5.  Anheluk-State  No  1  7130 

6.  Tree  Top 

7.  Billings  ND 

8. 100.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Koch  Hydrocarbon  Co 

1.  80-16362/206 

2.  33-105-00798-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Amerada  Hess  Corp 

5.  Udland  41-24 

6.  Capa  Deep 

7.  Williams  ND 

-8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Montana  Dakota  Utilities  Co 

1.  80-16363/208 

2.  33-007-00351-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  William  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Est 

5.  Osadchuk  No  1  (Duperow)  7000 

6.  Tree  Top 

7.  Billings  ND 

8.  387.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Koch  Hydrocarbon  Co  Western  Gas 
Processors  Ltd 

1.  80-16364/209 

2.  33-007-00351-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  William  Herbert  Hunt  Trust  Est 

5.  Osadchuk  No  1  (Madison]  7000 

6.  Tree  Top 

7.  Billings  ND 

8. 126.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Koch  Hydrocarbon  Co  Western  Gas 
Processors  Ltd 

Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission 
1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State] 
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2.  API  Well  Number  . 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  Name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  Area  Name 

7.  County,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Annual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserfs) 

1.  80-16079/01627 
2.38-073-00000-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Company 

5.  Lonigan  1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16080/01373 

2.  35-111-21011-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  W  P  Lerblance  Jr 

5.  Homer  Chancey  2#A 

6.  Lions/Quinn 

7.  Okmtilgee  OK 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16081/01552 

2.  35-109-00000-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Batco  Oil 

5.  Harrison 

6.  West  Edmond 

7.  Oklahoma  OK 

8.  40.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  &  Petroleum  Continental  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16082/01658 

2.  35-073-20456-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Harper  Oil  Company 

5.  Firestone  (M)  1  &  (H) 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16083/01837 

2.  35-153-20185-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4  Leben  Oil  Corp 

5.  Phillips  #1-7 

6.  N  W  Sharon 

7.  Woodward  OK 

8. 19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16084/01580 

2.  35-073-22064-0006- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Brown  &  Borelli  Inc 

5.  Helen  Copeland  #2 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8. 152.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  niillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16085/01708 

2.  35-073-22011-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Tower  Oil  and  Gas  Company  Inc 

5.  Henley  #1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 


7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  7.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Gas  Company  Partnership 
Properties  Co 

1.  80-16086/01729 

2.  35-047-21674-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viersen  &  Cochran 

5.  Wehling  1-19 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8.  85.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Union  Texas  Petroluem 

1.  80-16087/01731 

2.  35-047-21700-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Viersen  &  Cochran 

5.  Houston  1-30 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8.  85.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Union  Texas  Petroleum 

1.  80-16088/1631 

2.  35-043-00000-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Montgomery  Exploration  Company 

5.  Collier  #2 

6.  Section  22-17N-18W 

7.  Dewey  OK 

8.  82.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Company 

1.  80-16089/01724 

2.  35-047-20864-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Jet  Oil  Company 

5.  Knopfel  #1 

6.  N  Elkhom 

7.  Garfield  OK 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Aminoil  USA  Inc 

1.  80-16090/01555 

2.  35-011-20866-0000- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Trigg  Drilling  Company  Inc 

5.  Bomemann  No  1 

6.  Squaw  Creek 

7.  Blaine  OK 

8.  3076.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-160091 

2.  35-147-21046-0000- 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Panoak  Exploration  Company 

5.  Musgrave  #1 

6.  Hogshooter 

7.  Washington  OK 

8.  365.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panak  Pipeline  Company. 

1.  80-16092/01582 

2.  35-073-21905-0006- 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Brown  &  Borelli  Inc 

5.  Helen  Copeland  #1 

6.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  332.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Miillips  Petroleum  Company 


1.  80-16093/03440 

2.  35-139-00000-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

5.  Wacker  No  1 

6.  Guymon  Hugoton 

7.  Texas  OK 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  86-16094/01624 

2.  35-073-20293-0006- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Brown  &  Borelli  Inc 

5.  Gilbert  #2 

8.  Sooner  Trend 

7.  Kingfisher  OK 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Exxon  Company  USA 

Pennsylvania  Department  of  Environmental 
Resources,  Division  of  Oil  and  Gas 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  Well  Number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  Name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  Area  Name 

7.  Coimty,  State  or  Block  No. 

8.  Estimated  Aimual  Volume 

9.  Date  Received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserjs] 

1.  80-16095/425 

2.  37-065-21482-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Reel  energy  drilling  program 

5.  K  E  Uplinger  Farm  No  1 

6.  Pinecreek  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16096/426 

2.  37-065-21483-0006- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  reel  energy  program 

5.  Everett  N  Chamberlin  Farm  #1 

6.  Pinecreek  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16097/429 

2.  37-033-20588-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennergy  1975  Drilling  Program 

5.  Daniel  E  Miller  Farm  #1 

6.  Brady  Township 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  86-16098/430 

2.  37-033-20569-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennergy  1975  Drilling  Program 

5.  Andrew  Morris  Farm  #1 

6.  Brady  Township 

7.  Clearfield  PA 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16099/431 

2.  37-033-20572-0000- 
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3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennergy  1975  Drilling  Program 

5.  William  P  Mills  Farm  #1 

6.  Brady  Township 

7.  Cleai^eld  PA 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1. 80- 16100/432 

2.  37-065-21191-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennergy  1975  Drilling  Program 

5.  William  P  Mills  Farm  #2 

6.  Henderson  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8. 6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-161101/434 

2.  37-065-21187-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pennergy  1975  Drilling  Program 

5.  Orville  Pifer  Farm  No  1 

6.  Winslow  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16102/466 

2.  37-065-21333-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Reeves  Lewenthal 

5.  Leonard  D  Shobert  Farm  #1 

6.  Pine  Creek  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16103/467 

2.  37-065-21361-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Reeves  Lewenthal 

5.  Francis  L  Clark  Farm  #2 

6.  Warsaw  Township 

7.  Jefferson  PA 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16104/468 

2.  37-065-21300-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Reeves  Lewenthal 
*  5.  Francis  L  Clark  Farm  #1 

6.  Warsaw  Township 

7.  Fefferson,  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16105/537 

2.  37-065-20475-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Donald  Croasman  #5  Jef-475R 

6.  Perry 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1. 80- 16106/3987 
2.37-063-24889-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Fred  Rapach  Ind-24889 

6.  Cherryhill 


7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

1.  80-16107/3988 

2.  37-063-24698-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Fred  Rapach  Inc-24698 

6.  Cherryhill 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16108/4079 

2.  37-085-21856-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Watson  &  Swanson  Inc/Doran  &  Assoc 

5.  Richard  Shafffier  #1  K-B-43 

6.  Polk 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 30.0  miUion  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16109/4077 

2.  37-065-21823-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  J  A  Organ  #1  K-L-197 

6.  Bell 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co. 

1.  80-16110/3621 

2.  37-049-20758-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  Harry  Bowser  #1 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1. 80-16111/3623 

2.  37-049-20734-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  A  Elmer  Allen  #1 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16112/3653 

2.  37-049-20715-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  Robert  Anderson  #1-B 

6.  North  East  Field 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corp 

1.  80-16113/3665 

2.  37-063-24398-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Thomas  Budner  Ind-24398 

6.  Brush  Valley 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8. 30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Februjuy  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 


1. 80-16114/4054  ' 

2.  37-049-20766-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  Lloyd  Bashaw  #1 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16115/4055 

2.  37-049-20876-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  Lloyd  Bashaw  #2 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16116/4056 

2.  37-049-20757-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Envirogas  Inc 

5.  X  Meehl  #2 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16117/4057 

2.  37-049-20756-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Kivirogas  Inc 

5.  X  Meehl  #3 

6.  North  East 

7.  Erie  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16118/4058 

2.  37-063-25075-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Lisle  H  Walker  #3 

6. 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  35.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16119/4059 

2.  37-063-25068-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  William  E  Anderson  #2 

6. 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16120/4060 

2.  37-063-25069-0000 
3. 103  000000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  William  E.  Anderson  #3 

6. 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 70.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16121/4061 

2.  37-063-25085-0000 
3. 103  000  000 
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4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Bernard  B  Buterbaugh  Et  Ux  #1 

6. 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16122/4062 

2.  37-063-24388-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  R  E  Schlabach  #2  K-L-141 

6.  West  Mahoning 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16123/4063 

2.  37-129-21484-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  M  Stahlman  #2  (86A)  K-4t-2 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  on  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16124/4064 

2.  37-129-21395-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  C  Seanor  #3  K-L-213 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-18125/4065 

2.  37-129-21482-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  M  Stahlman  #1  (19.9A)  K-R-3 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16126/4066 

2.  37-065-21780-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  E  R  Kuntz  #2  K-G-164 

6.  Henderson 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16127/4067 

2.  37-129-21478-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  M  Levine  #1  K-L-248 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16128/4068 

2.  37-065-21822-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  J  Raczka  #2  K-L-203 

6.  Bell 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 


9.  February  20, 19M 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16129/4069 

2.  37-129-21529-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  Lenora  H  Beatty  #1  K-R-6 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16130/4070 

2.  37-129-21522-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc  >' 

5.  J  T  Compton  #1  K-R-5 

6.  Loyalhanna 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Company 

1.  80-16131/4071 

2.  37-129-21534-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  R  N  Obradovich  #1  K-L-189 

6.  Bell 

7.  Westmoreland,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16132/4072 

2.  37-005-22197-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  L  Baker  #2  K-L-177 

6.  Kiskiminetas 

7.  Armstrong,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80^16133/4073 

2.  37-005-22239-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  E  Samosky  #2  K-L-174 

6.  Cowanshannock 

7.  Armstrong,  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Corp 

1.  80-16134/4074 

2.  37-065-21783-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  D  Grube  #1  K-L-204 

6.  Bell 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  T  W  Phillips  Gas  &  Oil  Co 

1.  80-16135/4075 

2.  37-063-24477-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  R  P  Ginter  #2  K-L-177 

6.  Center 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16136/4076 

2.  37-063-24505-0000 


3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  G  Mack  #1  K-Lr-199 

6.  Center 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16137/4078 

2.  37-065-21834-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  Dale  Whelpley  #1  K-B-20 

6.  Snyder 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Co 
1.  80-16138/4080 

2. 37-065-21869-0000  • 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  George  J  Weisner  #1  K-B-37 

6.  Snyder 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8. 30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16139/4081 

2,  37-065-21890-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Doran  &  Associates  Inc 

5.  Louis  Notto  #1  K-C-38 

6.  Winslow 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16140/4082 

2.  37-063-24824-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Fred  A  Musser  #3-61 

6.  Montgomery 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16141/4083 

2.  37-063-24792-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc  , 

5.  Fred  A  Musser  #1-120A 

6.  Montgomery 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16142/4084 

2.  37-063-24823-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Fred  A  Musser  #2-61 

6.  Montgomery 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16143/4085 

2.  37-063-25014-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Jack  E.  Mock  et  ux  #1 

6. 

7.  Indiana  Pa 
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8.  55.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 , 

10. 

1.  80-16144/4092 

2.  37-063-25015-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Jack  E  Mock  Et  Ux  #2 

6. 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16145/4117 

2.  37-063-24707-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Fred  Rapach  Ind-24707 

6.  Rayne  Twp 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16146/4118 

2.  37-063-24697-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Fred  Rapach  lnd-24697 

6.  Cherryhill 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1,80-18147/177 

2.  37-085-21778-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Bur  Man  Oil  and  Gas 

5. 

6.  Knoxdale 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-18148/435 

2.  37-033-20295-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Country  Club  Pool  No  2  CLE-20295 

6.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  9.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16149/436 

2.  37-033-20294-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  }  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Country  Club  Pool  No  1  CLE-20294 

8.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  ClearBeld  Pa 

8.  2.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-18150/437 

2.  37-033-20312-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  & )  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Country  Club  Pool  No  3  CLE-20312 

8.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8. 4.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.  8&-10151/438 


2.  37-033-20272-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc  ' 

5.  Green  Glen  Sandy  #1  CLE-20272 

6.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  .4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16152/439 

2.  37-033-20302-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises 

5.  Green  Glen  Sandy  #4  CLE-20302 

6.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  4.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16153/440 

2.  37-033-20275-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  ]  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Green  Glen  Sandy  #2  CLE-20275 

6.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Run) 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  7.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Februaiy  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16154/441 

2.  37-033-20281-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Green  Glen  Sandy  #3  CL.E-20281 

6.  Boone  Mountain  (Clear  Rtm) 

7.  Cleaiffeld  Pa 

8.  8.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1. 80-16155/700 

2.  37-065-21368-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  )  & )  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #20  JEF-21368 

6.  Henderson 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-18156/701 

2.  37-065-21378-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  RAP  #13  JEF-21376 

6.  McCalmont 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16157/702 

2.  37-065-21366-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  J  A  J  Enterprises  Inc  • 

5.  RAP  #25  J^-21366 

8.  McCalmont 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16158/1037 

2.  37-033-20625-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  James  Mitchell  EST  WN-1561 

6.  Irish  Run  348275 


7.  Clearfleld  Pa 

8.  96.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16159/1038 

2.  37-065-21532-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Gourley  S  Bair  WN-1570 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  34.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16160/1040 

2.  37-065-21414-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  M  B  Sawyer  WN-1571 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  79.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16161/1041 

2.  37-063-23963-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  L  Winebark  WN-1443 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  71.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16162/1042 

2.  37-063-23746-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
5. 1st  Natl  Bank  of  Indiana  WN-1575 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  85.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16163/1043 

2.  37-063-23673-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  V  M  Wachob  WN-1568 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8. 42.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16164/1050 

2.  37-033-20648-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  H  Hartzfeld  WN-1574 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  25.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16165/1052 

2.  37-065-21533-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Bruce  W  Poole  WN-1621 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  40.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-16166/1053 
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2.  37-065-21535-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Harry  E  McGee  WN-1612 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16167/1054 

2.  37-065-21444-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  WN-1567 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  26.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16168/1055 

2.  37-065-21401-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Roch  &  Pgh  Coal  Co  WN-1565 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  33.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16169/1056 

2.  37-065-21432-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  John  C  Miller  WN-1619 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  53.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16170/1057 

2.  37-065-21436-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Joseph  Malone  WN-1599 

6.  Soldiers  Rim  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  59.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16171/1059 

2.  37-033-20631-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Lois  G  Squires  WN-15^ 

6.  Grampian  284115 

7.  ClearffeldPa 

8.  1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16172/1060 

2.  37-065-21292-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Ward  B  Rougher  WN-1523 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16173/1061 

2.  37-033-20630-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Pirl  Dush  WN-1609 

6.  Laborde  390759 


7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16174/1062 

2.  37-033-20662-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  A  J  Palumbo  WN-1647 

6.  Tyler  724454 

7.  ClearffeldPa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16175/1063 

2.  37-033-20626-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Dubois  Dep  Nat  Bank  WN-1573 

8.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearffeld  Pa 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16176/1065 

2.  37-065-21443-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp  * 

5.  G  W  Phillips  WN-1611 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16177/1066 

2.  37-065-21445-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Roch  &  Pitts  Coal  Co  WN-1566 

6.  Soldiers  Rim  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  19.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16178/1068 

2.  37-065-21525-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  John  Maslowski  WN-1670 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16179/1069 

2.  37-065-21392-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Walter  G  Daughenbau^  WN-1562 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16180/1071 

2.  37-065-21514-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Joe  B  London  WN-1654 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16181/1072 


2.  37-063-24058-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Floyd  E  Schrock  WN-1685 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16182/1074 

2.  37-063-23194-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  R  Grayson  N-1457 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16183/1076 

2.  37-063-22026-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Lindsey  Coal  Co  N-1258 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  16.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16184/1080 

2.  37-065-21299-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  H  Miller  N-1543 

6.  Trade  City  715052 

7.  Clearffeld  Pa 

8.  18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  86-16185/1083 

2.  37-033-20587-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Kewanee  Oil  Co  N-1477 

6.  Irish  Run  346275 

7.  ClearffeldPa 

8.  12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16186/1089 

2.  37-033-20545-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  ALHaagN-1336 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  ClearffeldPa 

8.  10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16187/1090 

2.  37-033-20543-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  E  Burghart  N-1340 
8.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearffeld  Pa 

8.  1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16188/1091 

2.  37-033-20514-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  A  C  Bonsall  N-1274 

6.  Salem  625030 
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7.  Clearfield  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20. 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16189/1093 

2.  37-065-20990-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Carl  McGee  N-1287 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16190/1096 

2.  37-065-21279-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  H  G  McMillen  N-1534 

6.  Oliveburg  523959 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  15.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16191/1100 

2.  37-065-21294-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  N-1522 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16192/1104 

2.  37-065-21301-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  G  A  Potras  N-1544 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson  Pa 

8.  10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16193/1106 

2.  37-033-20609-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Guy  Ross  N-1548 

6.  Moshannon  487192 

7.  Cli-arHeldPa 

8.  13.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16194/1107 

2.  37-033-20002-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  F  Moore  N-485 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16195/113 

2.  37-033-20602-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 

5.  L  C  Knarr  N-1525 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-16196/1114 


2.  37-065-21186-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  B  Drummond  N-1432 

6.  Elk  Run  219601 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16197/1115 

2.  37-063-21998-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  Krede  N-1247 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16198/1116 

2.  37-063-21994-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  L  B  Bender  N-1248 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16199/1117 

2.  37-033-20582-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Gorp 

5.  Green  Glen  Corp  N-1455 

6.  Sabula  623294 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8. 18.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers  . 
1.  80-16200/1118 

2.  37-033-20603-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  Nelson  N-1541 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-18201/1119 

2.  37-033-20608-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  E  London  N-1524 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1. 80-18202/1127  . 

2.  37-033-20503-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  H  Chemesky  N-1277 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16203/1128 

2.  37-033-20515-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  E  B  Shettler  N-1276 

6.  Salem  625030 


7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16204/1129 

2.  37-033-20003-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  N  G  Smolukas  N-486 

6.  Salem  625030 

7.  Clearfield,  Pa 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16205/1131 

2.  37-065-21256-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  J  McQuown  N-1502 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16206/1134 

2.  37-065-21251-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  C  Neal  N-1472 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16207/1135 

2.  37-065-21288-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  C  Reiter  N-1526 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16208/1136 

2.  37-063-23237-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  J  Calhoun  N-1461 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana,  Pa 

8. 9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16209/1137 

2.  37-063-23188-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  H  Jones  N-1460 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16210/1138 

2.  37-063-23251-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  A  Pollock  Hrs  N-1475 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1.  80-16211/1145 
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2.  37-033-20583-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  F  W  Antes  N-1453 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  ClearHeld,  Pa 

8.  21.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1. 80-16212/1153 

2.  37-065-21201-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Enoch  Yohe  N-1449 

6.  Soldiers  Run  664915 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16213/1160 

2.  37-063-22028-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  H  Fleming  N-1286 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^'ana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16214/1161 

2.  37-063-22031-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  W  H  Jones  N-1270 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16215/1162 

2.  37-065-20992-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  C  H  Walls  N-1286 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16216/1164 

2.  37-063-22472-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Farmers  &  Miners  Tr  Co  N-1330 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 17.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16217/1166 

2.  37-065-21206-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  J  H  Shepler  N-1456 

8.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16218/1171 

2.  37-065-01031-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  R  Reiter  N-1337 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 


7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16219/1172 

2.  37-063-22017-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  T  Dymond  N-1264 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16220/1173 

2.  37-063-22011-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Clearfield  Bit  Coal  N-1259 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 
1. 80-16221/1174 

2.  37-063-22013-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  G  M  Neal  N-1262 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 6.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-16222/1175 

2.  37-063-22021-0003 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  E  A  Dimmire  N-1260 

6.  Big  Run-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  In^ana,  Pa 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers 

1.  80-18223/1178 

2.  37-065-21043-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  A  L  Keaton  N-1334 

6.  Big  Rim-Rochester  Mills  063423 

7.  Jefferson,  Pa 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  General  System  Purchasers  ’ 

1.  80-16224/1799 

2.  37-125-21151-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Scott  and  Hussing 

5.  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Corp  #105 

6.  California  • 

7.  Washington,  Pa 

8. 45.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  of  Pennsylvania  Inc. 

1.  80-16225/3894 

2.  37-063-24076-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Russell  A  Spanard  #2-Ind-24076 

6.  Young 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-16226/3895 


2.  37-063-24075-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Russell  A  Spanard  #3-Ind-2^5 

6.  Young 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16227/3896 

2.  37-063-24863-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Indiana  Country  Club  #l-Ind-24863 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16228/3897 

2.  37-063-24864-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Indiana  Country  Club  #2-Ind-24864 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16229/3898 

2.  37-063-24865-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Indiana  Country  Club  #3-Ind-24865 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16230/3899 

2.  37-063-24866-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Indiana  Country  Club  #4-Ind-24866 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16231/3900 

2.  37-063-24812-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Colonial  Land  Co  #1-Ind-24812 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16232/3901 

2.  37-063-24813-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Colonial  Land  Co  #2-Ind-24813 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8. 2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16233/3902 

2.  37-063-24814-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Company 

5.  Colonial  Land  Co  #3-Ind-24814 

6.  White 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices  • 


18455 


7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16234/3903 

2.  37-063-24815-0000 

3. 103  000  000  . 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Colonial  Land  Co  #4-Ind-24815 

6.  White 
7..Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16235/3904 

2.  37-063-24726-0000 

3.103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Company 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #4-Ind-24726  • 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16236/3905 

2.  37-063-24727-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Company 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #5-Ind-24727 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
.  1.  80-16237/3906 

’  2.  37-063-24728-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P.Coal  Co  #6-Ind-24728 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16238/3907 

2.  37-063-24729-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #7-Ind-24729 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16239/3908 

2.  37-063-24730-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #8-Ind-24730 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16240/3909 

2.  37-063-24731-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #9-Ind-24731 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-16241/3910 


2.  37-063-24732-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #10-Ind-24732 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16242/3911 

2.  37-063-24733-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #ll-Ind-24733 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16243/3912 

2.  37-063-24734-0000 

3.103  000  000  . 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #12-Ind-24734 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16244/3913 

2.  37-063-24735-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #13-Ind-24735 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16245/3914 

2.  37-063-24736-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  R  &  P  Coal  Co  #14-Ind-24736 

6.  Washington 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16246/3931 

2.  37-063-24324-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  )  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  Student  Coop  Assoc  Inc  #3-Ind-24324 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Coliunbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16247/3967 

2.  37-063-24892-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Richard  F  fubie-Ind-24892 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16248/3968 

2.  37-063-24891-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  William  C  Moretti  #1-Ind-24891 

6.  White 


7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16249/3969 

2.  37-063-24893-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Dennis  K  Fo8ter-4nd-24893 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16250/4001 

2.  37-019-00000-0000 
3.108  000  000 

4.  Herman  )  &  Jeanne  M  Emanuele 

5.  G  Troutman  #1 

6.  Butler  Quarrangle  I-IO  N79  E36 

7.  Butler,  Pa 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16251 

2.  37-005-22366-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  J  &  J  Enterprises  Inc 

5.  L  E  George  Arm-22366 

6.  Plum  Creek 

7.  Armstrong,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16252/4033 

2.  37-063-24540-0000 

3. 103  OOOOOO 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Ind-24540-Rus8ell  Hoover 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16253/4034 

2.  37-063-25031-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  C  &  N  Co 

5.  Frank  Scerbo-Ind-25031 

6.  White 

7.  Indiana,  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16254/4116 

2.  37-063-24938-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  P  &  G  Exploration  Inc 

5.  Fred  Rapach  Ind-24938 

6.  Cherryhill 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16255/4120 

2.  37-063-24900-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Union  Drilling  Inc 

5.  Kenneth  G  Jobe  Et  Ux  #1  0656 

6.  Rayne  Township 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 
1.  80-16256/4121 
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2.  37-063-24997-0000 

3.  103  000000 

4.  Union  Drilling  Inc 

5.  Mabel  Wissinger  #1  0657 

6.  Rayne  Township 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16257/4122 

2.  37-063-25006-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Union  Drilling  Inc 

5.  PP  &  V  Corp  #  0658 

6.  Cherryhill  Township 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16258/4123 

2.  37-063-24899-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Union  Drilling  Inc 

5.  Ord  Houck  #1  0655 

6.  Rasme  Township 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16259/4124 

2.  37-125-41273-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Scott  and  Bussing 

5.  Jones  &  Laughlin  Steel  Co  #129 

6.  Belle  Vernon 

7.  Washington  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  of  Pa 

1.  80-16260/4125 

2.  37-125-41285-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Scott  and  Hussing 

5.  Ray  Smallwood  #132 

6.  Belle  Vernon 

7.  Washington  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16261/4126 

2.  37-063-44830-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Scott  and  Hussing 

5.  Roy  A  Orr  #2  #126 

6.  Plum  Creek 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  20.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Bethlehem  Steel  Corp 

1.  80-16262/4127 

2.  37-063-25074-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  William  V.  Spurlin  et  ux  #2 

6. 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  45.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16263/4128 

2.  37-063-25100-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  William  A  George  et  al  #2 

6. 


7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  30.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

1.  80-16264/4129 

2.  37-063-25130-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Robert  L  Parrish  et  ox  #2 

6. 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  75.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980  , 

10. 

1.  80-16265/4130 

2.  37-063-25129-0000 

3.  103  000  000 

4.  Phillips  Production  Co 

5.  Robert  L  Parrish  et  ux  #1 

6. 

7.  Indiana  Pa 

8.  60.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10. 

West  Virginia  Department  of  Mines;  Oil  and 
Gas  Division 

1.  Control  number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  niunber 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  No. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaserfs) 

1.  80-16025 

2.  47-059-20934-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Boyd  O  &  G  Inc 

5.  Boyd  O  &  G  Inc  #10 

6.  Harvey 

7.  Mingo  WV 

8.  .8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16026 

2.  47-079-20313-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Boyd  O  &  G  Inc 

5.  Boyd  O  &  G  Inc  #X-49-7270 

6.  Poca 

7.  Putnam  WV 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16027 

2.  47-O07-O0305-D000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Chrisman  Drilling  Co 

5.  J  M  Hosey  #1 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  George  Jackson 

1.  80-16028 

2.  47-007-00307-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Chrisman  Drilling  Co 

5.  D  J  Moyers  #1  235  A 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 


9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  George  Jackson 

1.  80-16029 

2.  47-007-00309-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Chrisman  Drilling  Co 

5.  D  J  Moyers  #2 — 235  A 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  George  Jackson 

1.  80-16030 

2.  47-007-01101-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  Chrisman  ISrilling  Co 

5.  D  J  Moyers  #4 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  George  Jackson 

1.  80-16031 

2.  47-007-00269-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Arlan  W  Berry  et  al  #1 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  6.0  nuUion  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16032 

2.  47-007-00284-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Howell  #2 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16033 

2.  47-007-00285-0000 

3.  108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Howell  #3 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

1.80- 16034 

2.  47-007-00320-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Bosley  #1 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16035 

2.  47-007-00688-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  W  B  Moyers  #3 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.80- 16036 

2. 47-007-00692-0000 
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3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  W  B  Moyers  #4 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. . 

1.  80-16037 

2.  47-007-00991-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  W  C  Gerwig  #1 

6.  Otter  District 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  9.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16038 

2.  47-015-00500-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Elk  River  Coal  &  Lumber  Co  #1 

6.  Buffalo  District 

7.  Clay  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16039 

2.  47-017-01147-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Harman  Smith  ET  AL  #2-1 

6.  Central  District 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet  , 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.80-16040 

2.  47-017-01287-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Harman  Smith  ET  AL  #4-3 

6.  Central  District 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16041 

2.  47-017-01422-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Harman  Smith  ET  AL  #3-2 

6.  Central  District 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16042 

2.  47-021-00809-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  M  E  Gainer  #1 

6.  Dekalb  District 

7.  Gilmer  WV 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16043 

2.  47-041-00301-0000 
3. 106  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  E  C  Francis  #1 

8.  Skin  Creek  District 

7.  Lewis  WV 


8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980  * 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.80- 16044 

2.  47-041-00310-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Wm  E  Bott  #1 

6.  Skin  Creek  District 

7.  Lewis  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16045 

2.  47-041-00307-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  J  Ralph  Jones  Hrs  #1 

6.  Skin  Creek  District 

7.  Lewis  WV 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.80- 16046 

2.  47-085-01614-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  J  M  Boyce  #1 

6.  Union  District 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16047 

2.  47-097-00418-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Edward  Hinzman  #1 

6.  Buckhannon  District 

7.  Upshur  WV 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.80- 16048 

2.  47-097-00422-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Lillian  L  Taylor  #1 

6.  Buckhannon  District 

7.  Upshur  WV 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16049 

2.  47-097-00440-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  Madge  Smith  #1 

6.  Buckhannon  District 

7.  Upshur  WV 

8.  5.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co. 

1.  80-16050 

2.  47-097-00455-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  George  Jackson 

5.  J  L  Krise  #1 

6.  Buckhannon  District 

7.  Upshur  WV 

8. 3.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 
1.  80-16051 


2.  47-017-01490-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Cox  Well  #5 

6.  Auburn  WV 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16052 

2.  47-017-01494-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Czigans  Well  #1 

6.  Auburn 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
\.  80-16053 

2.  47-017-01503-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Czigans  Well  #2 

6.  Auburn 

7.  Dodderidge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16054 

2.  47-017-01510-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Czigans  Well  #3 

6.  Aubirni 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16055 

2.  47-017-01511-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Leeson  Well 

6.  Auburn 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16056 

2.  47-021-01314-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  H  M  Furr  Well  #1 

6.  Taney  Field 

7.  Eilmon  WV 

8.  2.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16057 

2.  47-085-03152-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Taylor  Well  #3 

6.  Auburn 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16058 

2.  47-085-03162-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

5.  Taylor  Well  #2 

8.  Auburn 
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7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-017-00397-0000 

7.  Lewis  WV 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5. 1 M  McKinney  #1 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16059 

6. 

1.  80-16266 

2.  47-085-03168-0000 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-005-00442-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .6  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Taylor  Well  #1 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #15-52 

6.  Auburn 

1.  80-16067 

6. 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-017-00886-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Frmik  Ash  #4  Well 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16060 

6.  West  Union  District 

1.  80-16267 

2.  47-085-03203-0000 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-005-00704-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 2.5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Robert  Weeks 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  W  H  Lipscomb  Heirs  #1 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  R  P  Chem  Farm  #3-70 

6.  Auburn 

1.80-16068 

6. 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-017-01051-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  WR  Smith  #3 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16061 

6.  Central  District 

1.  80-16268 

2.  47-017-20277-0000 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-005-00730-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  George  E  Blanc  #1 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #27-73 

6.  New  Milton  District 

1.  80-16069 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-017-01100-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  2.3  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Oil  Co 

5.  W  R  Smith  #2 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16062 

6.  Central  District 

1.  80-16269 

2.  47-017-20611-0000 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-005-00761-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Frank  Ash  #3  Well 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #29-78 

6.  West  Union  District 

1.  80-16070 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-017-01191-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  6.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  W  R  Smith  #4 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16063 

6.  Central  District 

1.  80-16270 

2.  47-017-20287-0000 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-OO5-OO773-OO0O 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .7  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  George  Bland  #2 

•  10.  Equitable  Gas  Co 

5.  Kelly  Kerns  Farm  #1-80 

6.  New  Milton  District 

1.  80-16071 

6. 

7.  Doddridge  WV 

2.  47-041-00329-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Cities  Service  Oil  Co 

5.  Thomas  G  Kraus  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80-16064 

6.  Freemans  Creek  District 

1.  80-16271 

2.  47-033-00243-0000 

7.  Lewis  WV 

2.  47-005-00797-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 14.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980  - 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  A  J  Reynolds 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #30-83 

6.  Eagle  District 

1.  80-16072 

6. 

7.  Harrison  WV 

2.  47-041-00371-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  N  G  Lamb  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80-16065 

6.  Freemans  Creek  District 

1.  80-16272 

2.  47-041-01950-0000 

7.  Lewis  WV 

2.  47-005-00804-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

3.108  000  000 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Ralph  B  Smith  #1 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  George  Bymsides  Farm  #2-84 

6.  Court  House  District 

1.  80-16073 

6. 

7.  Lewis  WV 

2.  47-041-0407-0000 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 10.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  19, 1980 

4.  Hugh  Spencer 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  O  C  Mick  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80-16066 

6. 

1.  80-16273 
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2.  47-005-00445-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #5-53 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16274 

2.  47-005-00456-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #16-54 
6- 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16275 

2.  47-005-00465-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #6-55 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16276 

2.  47-005-00466-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #17-56 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16277 

2.  47-005-00480-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #7-57 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16278 

2.  47-005-00488-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Cbal  Co  Farm  #18-58 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16279 

2.  47-005-00502-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #8-59 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.  80-16280 

2.  47-005-00525-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co  ■ 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #19-60 

6. 


7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.  80-16281 

2.  47-005-00533-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #9-61 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.6  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.  80-16282 

2.  47-005-00667-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  R  P  Chem  Farm  #1-68 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  6.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16283 

2.  47-005-00435-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #4-51 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  4.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.80-16284  • 

2.  47-005-00430-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #14-50 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  6.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16285 

2.  47-005-00411-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #2-33 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 
1.  80-16286 

2.  47-005-00424-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Farm  #3-34 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  7.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16287 

2.  47-085-23002-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor  x 

5.  Ford  Snodgrass  #1 

6.  Ford  Snodgrass  Gas  Co 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  .2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Southern  Development  Co 
1.  80-16288 


2.  47-005-00581-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #22-64 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  2.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16289 

2.  47-005-00600-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Coal  Co  Farm  #23-65 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16290 

2.  47-005-00898-0000 
'3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Skinner  &  Zerkles  Earl  Ward  No  1 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp 

1.  80-16291 

2.  47-005-00159-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #10 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  2.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16292 

2.  47-005-00177-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #11 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16293 

2.  47-005-00198-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Farm  #17 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16294 

2.  47-005-00208-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #23 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16295 

2.  47-005-00223-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Farm  #15 

6. 
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7.  Boone  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16296 

2.  47-005-00245-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #18 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16297 

2.  47-005-00258-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #19 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16298 

2.  47-005-00354-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Real  Est  Trust  #26 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16299 

2.  47-005-00365-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Cole  &  Crane  Farm  #27 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80-16300 

2.  47-005-00404-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co 

5.  Pond  Fork  Oil  &  Gas  Co  Farm  #1-32 

6. 

7.  Boone  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.  80-16301 

2.  47-085-21828-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Mullenax  #1 

6.  A  F  Mullenax 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Camegia  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16302 

2.  47-085-21627-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Alva  Davis  #1 

6.  Alva  Davis 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Camegia  Gas  Company 
1.  80-16303 


2.  47-085-22817-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  King  #4 

6.  Hazel  Hardbarger 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Camegia  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16304 

2.  47-085-23019-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Mitchell  #3 

6.  Mitchell  #3 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Camegia  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16305 

2.  47-085-23020-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Mitchell  #4 

6.  Mitchell  #4 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 4.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Camegia  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16306 

2.  47-085-22489-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Cisco  Gas  Company 

6.  Cisco  Gas  Company  * 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80- 16307 

2.  47-085-22635-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Cisco  Gas  Company 

6.  Cisco  Gas  Company 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80- 16308 

2.  47-085-23220-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Gregg  #3 

6.  Della  Gregg  #3 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

1.80- 16309 

2.  47-007-20245-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Bourne  #1 

6.  Bourne  Gas  Company 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16310 

2.  47-007-20255-0000 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  McElwee  #1 

6.  McElwee  Gas  Company 
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7.  Braxton  WV 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16311 

2.  47-007-20278-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Wade  #1 

6.  Wade  Gas  Co 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8. 1.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16312 

2.  47-007-20279-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Moyers  #1 

6.  Moyers  Gas  Co 

7.  Braxton  WV 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16313 

2.  47-085-22683-0000 
3. 108  000  000  . 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Primm  #3 

6.  C  A  Primm  Gas  Company 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16314 

2.  47-085-22694-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Primm  #4 

6.  C  A  Primm  Gas  Company 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16315 

2.  47-085-22801-0000 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Wilson  #1 

6.  Wilson  Gas  Company 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16316 

2.  47-085-22831-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Williams  #1 

6.  Williams  Gas  Company 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 

1.  80-16317 

2.  47-085-22946-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  L  E  Mossor 

5.  Pierce  #3 

6.  Earl  Pierce 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.2  million  cubic  feet 

9.  Febmary  21, 1980 

10.  Equitable  Gas  Company 
1.  80-16318 
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2.  47-085-03404-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03472-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .1  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  Cora  Dent  #2 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #6 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16326 

• 

6.  Bone  Creek 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-007-01034-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  4.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Braxton  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Carnegie  Natl  Gas  Co 

5.  Earl  Barker  No  1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16319 

6.  Chapel-German 

1.  80-16334 

2.  47-085-01657-0000-  - 

7.  Braxton  WV 

2.  47-085-03600-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  T  H  Hall  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Shirley  &  Forrest  Fribble  #2 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16327 

6.  Patton  Run 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-007-01078-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Braxton  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

5.  Rachel  Barker  No  1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16320 

6.  Chapel-German* 

1.  80-16335 

2.  47-085-01709-0000- 

7.  Braxton  WV 

2.  47-085-03607-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 21.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  W  B  Sheets  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  Shirley  &  Forrest  Fribble  #3 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16328 

6.  Patton  Run 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.47-007-01115-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  .5  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Braxton  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

5.  Baptist  Home  No  1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16321 

6.  Aspinall-Finster 

1.  80-16336 

2.  47-085-01733-0000- 

7.  Braxton  WV 

2.  47-085-03406-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #1 

•  10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corp 

5.  O  R  Sonunerville  #2 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16329 

6.  Bone  Creek 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-007-01129-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Braxton  Oil  and  Gas  Corp 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

5.  Amos  No  1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

1.  80-16322 

6.  Heaters 

1.  80-18337 

2.  47-085-01746-0000- 

7.  Braxton  WV 

2.  47-085-03414-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 13.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #2 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Gorp 

5.  W  B  Sheets  #3 

6.  Fork  Bone  Creek 

1.80-16630 

6.  Bone  Creek 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03400-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  5.1  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

5.  Cora  Dent  #1 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16323 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16338 

2.  47-085-01938-0000- 

7,  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-00319-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.2  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  0  R  Sonunerville  #1 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #3 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16331 

6.  Bone  Creek 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03697-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  2.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

5.  Shirley  &  Forrest  Fribble  #5 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16324 

6.  Patton  Run 

1.  80-16339 

2.  47-085-01973-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03439-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  3.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  W  B  Sheets  #2 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #4 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16332 

6.  Bone  Creek 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03623-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

8.  5.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

8.  2.5  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Co 

5.  Shirley  &  Forrest  Fribble  #4 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16325 

6.  Patton  Run 

1.80-16340 

2.  47-085-02187-0000- 

7.  Ritchie  WV 

2.  47-085-03464-0000- 

3. 108  000  000 

8. 1.0  million  cubic  feet 

3. 108  000  000 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

9.  February  21, 1980 

4.  Troy  A  Brady  Jr 

5.  James  L  Sheets  #2 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

5.  E  B  Sheets  #5 

6.  Bone  Creek 

1.  80-16333 

6.  Bone  Creek 
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7.  Ritchie  WV 

8. 67.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Consolidated  Gas  Supply 

1.  80-16358 

2.  47-021-0260&-0000- 
3. 108  000  000 

4.  Cooperative  Oil  Investments  Inc 

5.  Samuel  Kelley  (M-1) 

6.  Spruce  Run  (Center  District) 

7.  Gilmer  WV 

8. 16.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  21, 1980 

10.  Carnegie  Natural  Gas  Co 

Wyoming  OU  and  Gas  Conservation 
Commission 

1.  Control  Number  (FERC/State) 

2.  API  well  number 

3.  Section  of  NGPA 

4.  Operator 

5.  Well  name 

6.  Field  or  OCS  area  name 

7.  County,  State  or  block  no. 

8.  Estimated  annual  volume 

9.  Date  received  at  FERC 

10.  Purchaser(s) 

1.  80-16341/NG  25-79 

2.  49-005-25110-0000 
3. 102  000  000 

4.  Cities  Service  Company 

5.  Scott  Jordan  B  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16342/NG  26-79 

2.  49-005-24568-000 
3. 102  000  0000 

4.  Cities  Service  Company 

5.  Scott  Jordan  A  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 24.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16343/NG  27-79 

2.  49-005-24845-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Cities  Service  Company 

5.  Christensen  E  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Company 

1.  80-16344/NG  28-79 

2.  49-005-24767-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Cities  Service  Co 

5.  Christensen  C  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8.  .0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline  Co 

1.  80-16345/NG  29-79 

2.  49-005-24696-0000 
3. 103  000  000 

4.  Cities  Service  Company 

5.  Christensen  D  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 30.0  million  cubic  feet 


9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1.  80-16346/NG  30-79 

2.  49-005-24382-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Cities  Service  Company 

5.  Christensen  B  #1 

6.  Hartzog  Draw 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 12.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co 

1. 80- 16347/NG  31-79 
2.  49-009-23273-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  J  P  Williams  1-MX 

6.  Well  Draw-Teapot 

7.  Converse  WY 

8.  246.0  million  cubic  feet  • 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Inexco  Gasoline  Plant  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipeline  Co  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16348/NG  32-79 

2.  49-009-21244-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Steffen  1-33 

6.  Well  Draw-Teapot 

7.  Converse  WY 

8. 11.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Inexco  Gasoline  Plant  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipeline  Co  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16349/NG  33-79 

2.  49-009-21245-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Edmund  1-28 

6.  Well  Draw-Teapot 

7.  Converse  WY 

8. 8.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Inexco  Gasoline  Plant  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipeline  Co  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1. 80- 16350/NG  34-79 
2.  49-009-14907-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Williiams-Theis  No  1-27 

6.  Well  Draw-Teapot 

7.  Converse  WY 

8.  62.0  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Inexco  Gasoline  Plant,  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipeline  Co.,  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1. 80- 16351/NG  35-79 
2.  49-005-24551-0000 

3. 103  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  State  #1-16 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 6.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1.  80-16352/NG  36-79 
2.49-005-24689-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Farman  No  3 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8.  8.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 


-  I 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16353/NG  37-79 

2.  49-005-24571-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Markland  2-25 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 18.7  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16354/NG  38-79 

2.  49-005-24610-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Fields  1-6 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 11.8  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1.  80-16355/NG  39-79 

2.  49-005-24562-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Markland  1-30X 

6.  Hartzog  Draw- Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8.  8.4  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 
1. 8a-16356/NG  40-79 
2.  49-005-24638-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Markland  3-25 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 

8. 18.9  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

1. 80-16357/NG  41-79 
2.  49-005-24679-0000 

3. 102  000  000 

4.  Inexco  Oil  Company 

5.  Farman  1-5 

6.  Hartzog  Draw-Shannon 

7.  Campbell  WY 
8. 9.3  million  cubic  feet 

9.  February  20, 1980 

10.  Phillips  Petroleum  Co 

The  applications  for  determination  in 
these  proceedings  together  with  a  copy 
or  description  of  other  materials  in  the 
record  on  which  such  determinations 
were  made  are  available  for  inspection, 
except  to  the  extent  such  material  is 
treated  as  confidential  under  18  CFR 
275.206,  at  the  Commission’s  Office  of 
Public  Information,  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20426. 

Persons  objecting  to  any  of  these  final 
determinations  may,  in  accordance  with 
18  CFR  275.203  and  18  CFR  275.204,  file  a 
protest  with  the  Commission  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 
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Please  reference  the  FERC  Control 
Number  in  all  correspondence  related  to 
these  determinations. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8729  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  64S0-S5-M 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Cases  Filed;  Week  of  November  23, 
1979  through  November  30, 1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 


week  of  November  23, 1979  through 
November  30, 1979,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  flled  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 

Under  the  DOE’s  procedural 
regulations,  10  CFR  Part  205,  any  person 
who  will  be  aggrieved  by  the  DOE 
action  sought  in  this  case  may  hie  with 
the  DOE  written  comments  on  the 
application  within  ten  days  of  service  of 
notice,  as  prescribed  in  the  procedural 


regulations.  For  purposes  of  those 
regulations,  the  date  of  service  of  notice 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  (March  21, 
1980)  -or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice, 
whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
March  12, 1980. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  of  Nov.  23  through  Nov.  30,  1979] 

Date  Name  and  locatkxi  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


Nov.  23,  1979 .  New  Jersey  Highway  Authority/New  Jersey  Depart-  BEX-0010 .  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  A  hearing  would  be  convened  in  connection  with  the 

ment  of  Energy,  Woodbridge,  New  Jersey,  OOE's  October  18,  1979  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DXE-8279)  issued 

Newark,  New  Jer^.  to  the  New  Jersey  Highway  Authority. 

Nov.  23, 1979 . . . .  Roberts  Oil  Company,  New  Roads,  Louisiana _  BEE-0428 .  Allocation  Exception.  H  granted:  Roberts  Oil  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
ailOMtion  of  unieaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blerxiing  gasohol. 

Nov.  26, 1979 . . .  Ayers  Oil  Company,  Canton,  Missouri .  BEE-0402 .  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Ayers  Oil  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  irKX-eased 
alloMtion  of  unieaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  bterxling  gasohol. 

Nov.  26, 1979 . . . .  C  &  C  OH  Company,  Inc.,  Huntington,  indiana _  BEE-0401. .  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  C  &  C  OH  Cornpany,  Inc.,  would  receive  an  exception 

from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  in¬ 
creased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blerxiing  gasohol. 

Nov.  26, 1979 _  Champlin  Petroleuiri  Company,  Washington,  D.C .  BFA-0074. .  Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  Champlin  Petroleum  Company  would 

receive  access  to  certain  DOE  documents. 

Nov.  26, 1979 _  Coggin  OH  Company,  Caraway,  Arkansas . .  BEE-0400 .  Allocation  Exception.  H  granted:  CoggHi  OH  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  allocation 
of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  lor  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 

Nov.  26, 1979 _  Geib  OH  Company,  Martin,  Michigan .  BEE-0307 _  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Geib  OH  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from  the 

provisioris  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  xxxeased 
aHocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 

Nov.  26, 1979 . .  Huntway  Refining  Company,  Wilmington,  California..  BEE-0392 .  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Huntway  Refiiiing  Company  would  receive  an  excep¬ 

tion  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  modifying  its  entitlements  purchase  obHg^ 
tions. 

Nov.  27, 1979 . .  AshUmd  OH,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C .  BEJ-0004  Protective  Order.  If  granted:  A  Protective  Order  would  be  issued  by  the  DOE  enabling 

through  BEJ-  the  firms  involved  to  exchange  with  Ashland  OH,  Inc.,  under  certain  conditions,  confi- 
0008.  dential  data  submitted  with  respect  to  Case  Nos.  BEE-0373,  BEL-0373,  BSG-0007. 

Nov.  27, 1979 . .  Hendel's,  Inc.,  Old  Greenwich,  Connecticut .  BEA-0076 .  Appeal  of  Assignment  Order,  if  granted:  The  September  28,  1979  Assignment  Order 

(Case  No.  01-007215)  issued  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region  I, 
to  Hendel’s  Inc.  regarding  the  assignment  of  motor  gasoline  to  the  firm  would  be  re- 
sdrKled. 

Nov.  27, 1979 _ _  Okmar  OH  Company,  Kansas  City,  Missouri _  BRD-0119... .  Motion  for  Discovery.  If  granted:  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Okmar  OH  Company  in 

connection  with  its  Statement  of  Objections  to  the  Semptember  28,  1979  Propo^ 

Remedial  Order  that  was  issued  to  it 

Nov.  27, 1979 _  Raymer  OH  Contpany,  Statesville,  North  Carolina _  BEE-0404 _  AHocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Raymer  OH  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 

Nov.  27,  1979 .  Region  OH  Company,  Bryn  Mawr,  Pennsylvania .  BEE-0405 .  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Region  OH  Comp^  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  pen^  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
aHocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoHne  lor  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 

Nov.  27, 1979 . . .  White  Water  Petroleum  Terminals,  Inc.,  Chicago,  II-  BEE-0403 .  AHocation  Exception.  If  granted:  White  Water  Petroleum  Terminals,  Inc.  would  receive 

Utxxs.  an  exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to 

receive  an  aHocation  of  unleaded  rrwtor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  bterxling  gasohol. 

Nov.  28, 1979 . . .  Ashland  OH,  Inc.,  Ashland,  Kentucky . .  BEX-0013 .  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  formulae  and  factors  used  to  calculate  the  supply 

obNgatiorts  of  specific  firnrs  designated  to  provide  Ashtarxf  OH,  Inc.  with  crude  oH  pur¬ 
suant  to  temporary  exception  relief  granted  to  Ashlarxj  on  November  27, 1979  would 
be  explicitly  set  fo^. 

Nov.  28. 1979 .  Award  Petroleum,  Garden  City,  New  York. .  BEA-0077 _  Appeal  of  a  Mutual  Termination  Order.  If  granted:  The  October  24.  1979,  Mutual  Termi¬ 

nation  Order  issued  to  Alfred  T.  Pellicane  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 
Region  II  would  be  modified  with  respect  to  the  assignment  of  Coo|^  OH  Company 
as  the  base  period  supplier  of  Alfred  T.  Pellicane  to  replace  Award  P^oleum. 

Nov.  28, 1979 . .  D.  GHHam  Production  Company,  Union  County,  Ar-  BEE-0412 .  Price  Exception  (Section  212.73).  If  granted:  D.  GHKam  Production  Company  would  be 

kansas.  permitted  to  sefl  the  crude  oH  produced  from  the  Cook-GHKam  Lease,  located  in 

Union  County,  Arkansas,  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Nov.  28, 1979 _  Fanning  OH  Company,  Jackson,  IHinois _  BEE-0416 .  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Fanning  OH  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
aHocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  lor  the  purpose  of  bterxiing  gasohol. 

Nov.  28, 1979 . .  Hartley  Company,  Cambridge,  Ohio _ _  BEE-0417 _  Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Hartley  Company  would  receive  an  exception  from  the 

provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoKne  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 

Nov.  28. 1979 . . .  Huntway  Refining  Company.  Los  Angeles,  Califor-  BES-0022 .  Request  for  Stay.  It  Granted:  Huntway  Refining  Company  would  receive  a  stay  of  the 

nia  provisions  of  10  CFR  21 1.87  ponding  a  final  determination  on  its  Application  for  Ex¬ 

ception  (Case  No.  BEE-0392). 

Nov.  28, 1979 . .  Raritan  OH  Company,  Inc.,  Edison,  Now  Jersey .  BEE-0411 .  AHocation  Exception.  If  Granted:  Raritan  OH  Company.  Inc.  would  receive  an  exception 

from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  in¬ 
creased  aHocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoNne  for  the  purpose  of  blerxiing  gasohol. 

Nov.  29. 1979 . .  CaHfomia  Enesgy  Commission,  Sacramento,  Califor-  BFA-0079 .  Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  Granted:  The  October  17,  1979,  Information 

nia.  Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Director  of  Petroleum  Price  Regulations  would  be  re¬ 

scinded.  and  the  CaHfomia  Energy  Commission  would  receive  access  to  certain  doc¬ 
uments  pertaining  to  amerxfments  of  the  retaHer  price  rules  for  ntotor  gasoline. 
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List  of  Casss  RocaWsd  by  ths  Offico  of  Hoarings  and  Appaals— Continued 
[WMk  of  Nov.  23  through  Nov.  30. 1070] 

Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  aubmiaaion 


Nov.  20, 1070 . .  General  Macfwte  Corponition,  Emmaus.  Perwiaylva-  BEE-0422. 

nia. 

Nov.  20, 1070 . .  Mechanical  Tectmology,  Inc.,  Waahington,  O.C. .  Bee-0421 . 


Nov.  20, 1070 .  Misaouri  Terminal  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  St.  Louie.  Misaoun ...  BEE-0420. 


Nov.  20, 1070 .  Office  of  Enforcement  (Alkek),  Waahington,  O.C .  BE2-0013. 


Nov.  20. 1070 . . .  Office  of  Enforcement  (Vickera),  Waahington,  O.C. ..  BEZ-0014. 


Nov.  30, 1070 . .  Lawrence  H.  Bakken,  Livermore,  CaMomia  . .  BFA-00e2.. 

Nov.  30, 1070 .  Ban  Brothers  Oil  Co.,  LebarvKi,  Kentucky .  BEE-0430.. 

Nov.  30,  1070 .  Cities  Service  Company,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma .  BEA-0081.. 

Nov.  30,  1070 .  JAB  Car  Wash,  York,  Pennsylvania .  BEH-0002 . 

Nov.  30,  1070 . . .  Kean  Brothers,  lr<c..  Evergreen  Park,  Illinois .  BEE-0431.. 

Nov.  30, 1070 .  Leonard  E.  Belcher,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C .  BES-0023.. 

Nov.  30,  1070 . . .  Lohr  Petroleum  Company,  Inc.,  CokjmtMis,  Nebras-  BEE-0432.. 

ka. 

Nov.  30,  1070 .  Office  of  EnforcemenL  Waahington.  D.C .  BFF-0002.. 

Nov.  30,  1070 .  Raymond  International  Buildera,  Inc.,  Houston,  BFA-OOeo.. 

Texas. 

Nov.  30, 1070  - . . .  Tropicana  Petroleum  Limited,  ParamounL  Cakfomia  BEE-0426.. 

Nov.  30, 1070 . . .  Tucson  Fuel  Company,  Inc.,  San  Francisco,  CaMor-  BEN-0005. 

nia. 


Energy  Conservation  Program  Exception.  If  Granted:  General  Machine  Corporation 
would  not  be  required  to  perform  energy  efficiency  tests  of  its  Coal  Fired  Residential 
Hot  Water  Heataig  Boiler  as  required  under  10  CFR  Part  430. 

Price  Exception.  H  Granted;  Any  refiner  that  participates  with  Mechanical  Technology, 
ktc.  in  a  demonstration  waste  heat  recovery  project  would  be  excepted  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR  212.83  (refiner's  price  rule)  to  the  extent  that  that  regulation  re¬ 
quires  that  utility  cost  reductions  experierx^d  during  the  refining  process  be  passed 
on  to  the  refiner's  customers. 

Allocation  Exception.  H  Granted;  Misaouri  Terminal  Oil  Co.,  Inc.  would  receive  ari  ex¬ 
ception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive 
an  increased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gaaolirre  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gaso- 
hol. 

Interlocutory  Order.  If  Granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  will  accept  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  Petition  to  Implement  Special  Refurxf  Procedures  Ned  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  in  connection  with  the  Consent  Order  it  entered  into  with  Albert  B. 
Alkek. 

Interlocutory  Order.  If  (xranted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  will  accept  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  Petition  to  Implement  Special  Refund  Procedures  filed  by  the  Office  of 
Enforcement  in  connection  with  the  Consent  Order  entered  into  with  Vickers  Energy 
Corporation. 

Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  October  24,  1070,  Information 
Request  Denial  issued  1^  the  Acting  Director  of  Persorwtel  would  be  rescvKled  and 
Lawrence  H.  Bakken  would  receive  access  to  memorandums,  letters,  arxf  reports 
corxieming  the  receipt  of  his  application  for  Vacancy  Announcement  No.  70-1176. 

Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Ball  Brothers  Oil  Comp^  would  receive  an  exception 
from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Pari  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  kv 
creased  allocation  of  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  Merxling  gasohol. 

Appeal  of  Entitlements  Notice.  If  granted:  The  August  1070  Entitlements  Notice  would 
be  modified  with  respect  to  Ckties  Service  Company's  entitlements  purchase  obliga¬ 
tions. 

Motion  for  an  Evidentiary  Hearing.  If  granted:  An  evidentiary  hearing  would  be  con¬ 
vened  in  connection  with  the  Notice  of  Objection  submitted  by  J  A  B  Car  Wash  in 
response  to  the  September  10,  1070,  Proposed  Decision  A  Order  (Case  No.  DEE- 
03-1054)  it  was  issued. 

Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Kean  Brothers,  Inc.  would  receive  an  exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an  increased 
allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  bterxling  gasohol. 

Request  for  Stay.  If  granted:  Leonard  E.  Belcher,  kK.  would  redeve  a  stay  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  an  August  17,  1077  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  FRS-1414)  perxfing 
a  final  determination  on  its  Application  for  Modification  (Case  No.  BMR-0003). 

Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Lohr  Petroleum  Company,  Itk.  would  receive  an  excep¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an 
iTKraased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blendkig  gasohol. 

Implementation  of  Special  Refurxi  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refurxf  Procedures  pursuant  to  10  CFR  Part  205  in 
conrtection  with  the  June  20,  1070,  Consent  Decree  issued  to  PVM  OH  Associates, 
Inc.,  et  Ml. 

Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  November  1070  Information  Re¬ 
quest  Denial  issued  by  the  DOE'S  Strategic  Petroleum  Reserve,  Region  IV,  would  be 
rescinded,  and  Raymond  International  Builders,  Inc.  would  receive  access  to  the  cor¬ 
respondence  between  the  DOE  and  Parsons-GHbane  regarding  a  negotiated  addition¬ 
al  fee  between  Parsons-GHbane  and  Raymond  International  Builders,  Inc. 

Allocation  Exception.  If  granted:  Tropicana  Petroleum  Limited  would  receive  an  excep¬ 
tion  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Pan  21 1  that  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an 
increased  allocation  of  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gashol. 

Request  for  Interim  Oder.  If  granted:  An  Interim  Decision  and  Oder  would  be  issued 
permitting  Tucson  Fuel  Company,  Inc.  to  receive  an  increased  allocation  of  gasoline 
pendktg  fmal  determination  of  the  firm's  Application  for  Exception  (Case  No.  BEE- 
0378). 


NoUcm  of  Objection  Received 


Notices  of  Objection  Received— Continued 


Notices  of  Objection  Received— Continued 


(Waak  of  Nov.  23,  to  Nov.  30. 1070) 

(Week  of  Nov.  23.  to  Nov  30. 1070| 

IWeek  of  Nov.  23.  to  Nov.  30. 1070| 

Date 

Name  and  Location  of  Applicant 

Case  No. 

Date 

Name  and  Location  of  Applicant 

Case  No. 

Date 

Name  arxi  Location  of  Applicant 

Case  No. 

11/26/70 

Jet  OH  Company,  PineHas,  Park,  Fla 

BEO-0106 

11/26/70 

MJ's  Queen  Size  Fashions, 
JanesvHle,  Wis. 

BEO-0238 

11/27/70 

lllitKiis  Central  College,  East  Peoria, 
IH. 

BEO-0215 

11/26/70 

Moore,  Howard.  WertzvWe,  Mo. . 

BEO-01B7 

11/26/70 

GAMMA  Furnace  Division, 

Arlington,  Va. 

OEE-8028 

11/27/70 

Lou  Emma  Exxon,  Van  Buren,  Ark... 

BEO-0216 

11/26/70 

Waahington  University,  SL  Louis, 

Mo. 

County  of  Henrico,  Herwico  County, 

Vs 

Eden  Service  Corporatioa  San 
Franciaco.  CaW. 

BEO-OlOe 

11/26/70 

(Sold  OH  Co..  BellevHle,  III . 

OEE-4344 

11/27/70 

HoNday  GuH.  (laryvHle,  Term . 

BEO-0217 

11/26/70 

BEO-0106 

11/26/70 

EH(  Store,  Axtell,  Tex . 

BEO-0203 

11/28/70 

Weatherite,  Los  Angeles  CaHf . 

BEO-0228 

11/26/70 

BEO-0201 

11/26/70 

Gulf  OH  Corp..  Shreveport,  La . 

BEO-0204 

11/28/70 

Universal  Atlas  Cement  Hannibal, 
Mo. 

BEO-0227 

11/26/70 

Northeast  Amoco,  Kansas  City,  Mo . 

BEO-0202 

11/26/70 

Waterbury  Petroleum  Products,  Inc., 
Watertxsy,  Conn. 

BEE-3037 

11/28/70 

Universal  AHas  Cement  Gary,  Ind.... 

BEO-0226 

11/26/70 

Whitehead  OH  Company,  Lincoln, 
Nebr. 

DEE-7065 

11/26/70 

American  Auto  Salvage,  Rivetview, 
Fla. 

BEO-0160 

11/26/70 

Westwood  Car  Wash,  San  Antonio. 
Tex. 

BEO-022S 

11/26/70 

Fulton  Industrial  SheH,  AOants  Ga... 

DEE-6876 

11/26/70 

Larry's  Standard,  Waterman,  IH _ 

BEO-0211 

11/28/70 

Univarsity  Gulf,  HuntsvHle,  Ala . 

BEO-0224 

11/26/70 

Frank  Pure  Food  Company, 
FrankavHle,  Wis. 

BEO-0210 

11/27/70 

Coca-Cola  Bottling  Company,  New 
London,  Conn. 

OEE-540S 

11/28/70 

Economy  OH  Company,  Springdale. 
Ark. 

DEE-374S 

11/26/70 

Smitty's  Aroo  Mini-Mart  Lemon 
Grove.  CaHf. 

BEO-0205 

11/27/70 

Dwyer's  Motors  Inc..  New  Orleans, 

Ls 

DEE-7617 

11/28/70 

Spencer's  Quick  Six,  Oicago,  IH . 

BEO-0223 

■  11/26/70 

Bakars's,  BlythevHle,  Ark . 

BEO-0206 

11/27/70 

F  A  P  Market  Jackson,  Term . 

DEE-6314 

11/28/70 

Happy  Day  Shoppe,  YpsHanti,  Mich . 

BEO-0222 

11/26/70 

Gary  Thompson  OH  Company, 

/Kmes  Iowa. 

BEO-0207 

11/27/70 

Earl  McCartay  Service  Station, 
Bradenton,  FIs 

BEO-0212 

11/28/70 

Route  Messertgers  of  Pennsylvania, 
Los  Angeles.  CaHf. 

BOE-022S 

11/26/70 

X-Size  Ladies  Fashions,  Inc.  Clear 
Lake,  lows 

BEO-0206 

11/26/70 

Studstill  Sheel  Service.  Ameheus. 

Ge. 

BEO-0213 

11/28/70 

Farm  Fuel  Products,  Inc., 
PhHadelphis  Ps 

DEE-705S 

11/26/70 

Bennett's  Ashland,  Burgm,  Ky _ 

BECM)208 

11/27/70 

Leigh's  RockvHle  Sunoco,  Inc., 
RockvWe,  Md. 

BEO-0214 

11/28/70 

Borg,  James  M.,  Rohnert  Park,  CaHf 

DEE-4240 

Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices  18465 


Notices  of  Objection  Received— Continued 
(Week  of  Nov.  23.  to  Nov.  30. 1979) 


Date  Name  and  Location  of  Applicant  Case  No. 


11/28/79  V  &  Y  Garage.  Ina.  Watertown.  OEE-7262 

11/28/79  Valley  oil  Company.  ScottsbIuff.  DEE-4038 
Nebr. 

11/28/79  ChromaMoy  City  of  Industry.  Cam _  OEE-424S 

11/28/79  Finch  Oil  Co..  Houston.  Tex _  OEE-7195 

11/28/79  610  South  Fulton  Corporation.  DEE-4662 

Mount  Verrton.  N.Y. 

11/28/79  South  Bradenton  Amoco.  BEO-0221 

Bradenton.  Fla 

11/28/79  Akis  Saridakia  Shell  Service  Stetion.  BEO-0220 
Hollywood.  Fla 

11/28/79  Utotem.  Houston.  Tex  _ _ _ _  BEO-0218 


11/28/79  Highland  Heights  MoM.  Highland  8EO-0219 
Heights.  Ohio. 

11/28/79  Burra.  James  P..  Virginia  Beach.  Va  DEE-3641 


11/28/79  Leestxjrg  Road  Exxon.  Cokjmhia  BEO-0046 
S.C. 

11/29/79  Pinehurst  Citgo.  Baltimore.  Md .  DEE-3S24 

11/29/79  Lone  Star  Gas  Co..  Dallas.  Tex _  DEE-8285 

11/29/79  Cornell.  Woodsboro.  Md _  DEE-6373 


11/29/79  Tibbetta  Burleigh,  and  Indianapolis.  BEa-0095 
Ind. 

11/29/79  Smith  Shell  Mart.  Redington  Beach.  BEO-0096 


Fla 

11/29/79  Long  Creek  Exxon.  Monroe,  NC _  DEE-7182 

11/30/79  Combes  Action  Marathon,  BEO-0237 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

11/30/79  Universal  Atlas  CemertL  BEO-0240 

Indeperxiertoe,  Kara. 


11/30/79  Mat  Hurwitz  &  Sons,  Newton  Lower  DEE-7482 
Falls,  Mass. 

11/30/79  Coastal  Center  "66",  Ladson  Soutti,  BEO-0041 


S.C. 

11/30/79  Assembly  of  God,  Ecorge,  Mich .  BEO-0193 

11/30/79  GuH  Oil  Company,  Chattarxxrga,  BEO-0086 
Tenn. 

11/30/79  Lily  Flagg  Exxon,  Huntsville,  Ala .  BEO-0040 

11/30/79  Kay's  Komer,  Chipley,  Fla .  BEO-0230 

11/30/79  Beene's  Exxon,  Melbourne,  Ark .  BEO-0231 

11/30/79  Ashmore  Distributors,  Madisonville,  BEO-0232 
Ky. 

11/30/79  Quigley  Bus  Service,  Bally,  Pa .  BEO-0233 

11/30/79  Spruce  Creek  Golf  and  Country  DEE-3606 
Ckib,  Daytona  Beach,  Fla 


NotiCM  of  Objoction  Rocofvd— Continued 


{Week  of  Nov.  23.  to  Nov.  30. 1979| 


Date 

Name  and  Location  of  Appticant 

Casa  No. 

11/30/79 

Ted's  Rent-A-Car,  tox,  Burbank, 

cm. 

OEE-610S 

11/30/79 

Katz-Davis  08  Compaiti,  Battle 

BEO-0234 

Creek,  Mich. 

through 

BEO- 

0236 

11/30/79 

Bond,  Gordon,  Waukesha,  Wis _ 

..  BEO-BEO- 
0237 

List  of  Cases  Involving  the  Standby 
Petroleum  Product  Allocation  Rogations  for 
Motor  Gasoline 


Week  of  November  23  through  November  30, 
1979 

If  granted:  the  following  firms  would 
receive  an  exception  which  would  increase 
their  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline. 

Nov.  23, 1979 

Curcio’s  Mini-Market,  Pennsylvania:  BEE- 
0391 

Nov.  26. 1979 

Cleves  Marathon,  Ohio;  BEE-0398 
Huntington  Car  Wash,  California;  BEE-0419 
Marine  Oil  Company,  Kentucky;  BEE-0396 
Parkside  Plaza,  Indiana;  BEE-0399 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike  Commiss., 
Pennsylvania;  BEE-0394 

Nov.  27, 1979 

Get  It  and  Go  Shell,  Alabama;  BEE-0395 
Hughes  Grocery  Station,  Texas:  BEE-0406 
J  &  W  Oil  Company,  Kentucky;  BEE-0407 

Nov.  28.  1979 

Brandywine  Exxon  Service,  Delaware;  BEE- 
0418 

Occidental  Chemical  Co.,  Delaware;  BEE- 
0415 

Revere  Racing  Assoc.,  Inc.,  Massachusetts; 
BEE-0414 

Texas  Instruments,  Inc.,  Massachusetts;  BEE- 
0413 

Weaver  Oil  Co.,  Florida:  BEE-0410 


Nov.  29,  1979 

Brace's  Service  Station,  Missouri;  BEE-0393 
Howard  &  Darells  Shell  Service,  Michigan; 
BEE-0425 

Town  of  Ramseiu',  North  Carolina;  BEE-0423 
Nov.  30. 1979 

Boudoin  &  Richard,  Louisiana;  BEE-0433 
Economy  TV  Appliance  Centers,  Florida; 
BEE-0427 

McCulloch  Chainsaw  Company,  Arizona; 
BEE-0429 

Twin  State  Oil  Co.  of  Tabor  City,  North 
Carolina;  BEE-0435 
Items  Retrieved  21 

[FR  Doc.  80-8644  Piled  3-2-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6450-01-M 


Cases  Filed;  Week  of  December  28, 
1979  Through  January  4, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  December  28, 1979  through 
January  4, 1980,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy.  - 

Under  the  DOE's  procedural 
regulations,  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person 
who  will  be  aggrieved  by  the  DOE 
action  sought  in  such  cases  may  file 
with  the  DOE  written  comments  on  the 
application  within  ten  days  of  service  of 
notice,  as  prescribed  in  the  procedural 
regulations.  For  purposes  of  those 
regulations,  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  Notice  (March  21, 1980)  or  the  date 
of  receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of 
actual  notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All 
such  comments  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Department  of  Energy,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
March  12, 1980. 


List  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  of  Dec.  28  1979,  through  Jan.  4,  1980] 

Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


(3ec.  28.  1979 ..... 

. . .  /Apollo  08  Company,  Peoria,  Illinois . 

BEN-0011 

Dec.  28,  1979..... 

BEE-0S7S. 

Dec  29,  1970 , 

BEE-0S76. 

Dec.  28.  1979 

BFA-0112. 

Dec.  28.  1979 . 

CalHomia. 

BEA-01 20.. 

Dec.  28,  1979 _ 

BEA,  BES. 

BST-0115 

,  andBEA. 

BES.  BST- 
0116. 

Dec.  28, 1979 _  Lake  Charlee  Refining  Company,  Washington,  D.C. .  BEA-01 13...... 


Request  for  Interim  Order.  If  granted;  Apollo  Oil  Company  vvould  receive  an  exception 
from  the  mandatory  petroleum  allocation  regulations,  10  CFR  211,  on  an  interim 
basis  perxfing  a  final  determination  on  Its  application  for  exception  (Case  No.  DEE- 
2427). 

Price  Exception.  If  granted;  Bragg  Service  Center,  Inc.  wrould  receive  an  exception 
which  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  rrator  gasoline  at  a  price  above  the  applicable 
ceiling  price. 

Price  Exception  (Section  212.83)  If  granted;  Chevron  USA,  Inc.  would  be  granted  an 
exception  from  the  provisiora  of  10  CFR  212.83  regarding  adjustment  to  base  period 
marketing  costs. 

Appeal  of  an  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted;  The  December  13,  1979  Informa¬ 
tion  Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Department  of  Energy  would  be  rescinded  and  De- 
metriou,  Del  Guercio  &  Lovejoy  would  receive  access  to  certain  DOE  information. 

/tppeal  of  an  Assignment  Onto.  If  granted;  The  October  19,  1979  Assignment  Order 
issued  to  Husky  Oil  Company  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region 
VIII,  regardkig  Husky  Oil  Conipcuiy's  supply  obKgatiora  to  American  Petrofina  would 
be  rescinded. 

/Vppeal  of  /Assignment  Orders;  Request  for  stay  and  temporary  stay.  If  granted;  The  De¬ 
cember  17.  1979  and  December  18,  1979  Assignment  Ordm  issued  to  Koch  Indus¬ 
tries,  Irto  1^  the  Ecorwmic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region  V,  regarding  the  firm's 
supply  obkgatiora  to  Monarch  Oil  Cornpany  and  Prairie  State  Petroleum  would  be  re¬ 
scinded.  Koch  Oil  Company  would  also  receive  a  stay  and  temporary  stay  of  the  As¬ 
signment  Orders  pending  a  final  determination  on  its  Appeals. 

/Appeal  of  the  Entitlements  Notice.  If  granted:  The  September  1979  Entitlements  Notice 
would  be  modHied  with  respect  to  Lake  Charles  Refining  Company's  entitlements  pur¬ 
chase  obligations. 
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List  of  CasM  Raceived  by  tiw  Offico  of  Hoarings  and  Appaala— Continued 

[Woek  of  Dec.  28  1979,  through  Jan.  4. 1960] 

Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No.  Type  of  submission 


Doc.  28.  1979 . .  Shell  Oil  Company,  Houstoa  Texas .  BEH-OOOe _  Request  lor  Evidentiary  Hearing.  If  granted:  An  evidentiaiy  hearing  would  be  convened 

In  connection  with  the  Statement  of  Obiections  aubmitled  by  Shell  Oil  Company  in 
response  to  the  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  Commonwealth  Oil  Refiriing 
Co.,  Inc.  on  November  30, 1979. 

Dec.  28.  1979 _  Stiers  Chevron  Station.  San  Jose.  CaKfomia _  BRW-0003 .  Proposed  RemedW  Order  finalization.  If  granted;  A  Proposed  Remedial  Order  issued  to 

Stiers  Chevron  Station  would  be  issued  as  a  final  RemedM  Order. 

Dec.  28, 1979 . . .  Total  Petroleum.  Inc.,  Detroit  Michigan _  BEL-0024 .  Request  for  Temporary  Exception  (Gasohol  Prices).  If  granted:  Total  Petroloom,  Inc. 

vrauld  receive  a  terriporary  exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  212.83  which 
would  allow  the  firm  to  pass  through  incremental  expenses  relating  to  the  blending, 
storage,  distribution  and  marketing  of  gasohol. 

Dec.  28. 1979  . .  Union  0»  Company  of  Califomia.  Los  Angeles,  Cali-  BEX-0022 .  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted;  The  December  21,  1979  Proposed  Deciaion  and  Order 

fomia.  (Case  No.  DEE-5748)  issued  to  Union  Oil  Company  of  Calfotnia  would  be  modified. 

Dec.  28. 1979 . .  Atlantic  Richfield  Company.  Los  Angeles,  Califomia  BEJ-0013 _  Protective  Order.  H  granted;  A  Protective  Order  sign^  by  Atlantic  Richfield  Oxnpany 

arxl  Merit  Oil  Company  would  be  issued  as  an  Oder  by  the  DOE. 

Dec.  31. 1979 .  Exxon  Company.  USA,  Houston,  Texas .  BRH,  BRD-  Request  for  Evident^  Heating,  Motion  for  Diacovety.  H  granted:  Discovery  would  be 

0177.  granted  to  Exxon  Company,  USA  and  an  Evidentiary  Hearing  would  be  convened  in 

connection  with  the  Statement  of  Objections  submitted  in  response  to  the  November 
5,  1979  Proposed  Remedial  Order  (Case  No.  BRO-0177)  issued  to  Exxon  Company, 
USA. 

Dec.  31, 1979 .  Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.,  Evansville,  Indiana...  BEE-0S83 .  Exception  from  the  Entitlements  Program.  If  granted;  Laketon  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc. 

•  would  receive  an  exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  which  would 

tTKXtily  the  firm’s  entitlements  purchase  obligations. 

Dec.  31, 1979 _ _ _  Marathon  Oil  Company,  Findlay,  Ohio .  BEA-0121,  Appeal  of  Assigrvnent  Orders.  If  granted:  The  November  27  aixi  26,  1979  Assigrwnent 

BEA-0122.  Orders  issued  to  Marathon  Oil  Company  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration. 

BEA-0123.  Office  of  Fuels  Regulation,  Region  IV,  reganling  Marathon  Oil  Company's  supply  obli¬ 

gations  to  B.  W.  Simpkins  OH,  Inc.,  Palm  Beach  OK,  Inc.  and  Treasure  Coast  OIL  Inc. 
would  be  rescinded. 

Dec.  31, 1979 . . .  Mobil  Oil  Corporaiton,  New  York,  New  York _  BEJ-0012 .  Protective  Order.  If  granted:  The  November  20,  1979  Protective  Order  (Case  No.  BEJ- 

0001)  would  be  supplemented  regarding  the  confidentiality  of  certain  information  pro¬ 
vided  to  Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  Koch  Refining  Co.  and  AshlaiKl  Oil.  Inc.  by  the  Wil¬ 
liams  Pipeline  Co.,  the  ERA,  and  the  State  of  Minnesota. 

Jan.  2, 1980 . . . . .  Air  Corxlitioning  and  Refrigeration  Institute,  Arling-  BEE-0618,  Exception  from  the  Energy  Conservation  Program,  for  Cotrsumer  Products.  If  grarrted: 

ton,  Virginia.  BES-0618,  Air  Conditioning  and  Refrigeration  Institute  ivould  not  be  required  to  perform  energy 

BST-0618.  efficiency  tests  of  its  terminal  air-conditioners  as  required  under  10  CFR  Pan  430. 

The  firm  would  receive  a  stay  arxl  temporary  stay  pending  a  final  determination  on  its 
application  for  exception. 

Jan.  2, 1980 .  Atrxxx)  Oil  Company,  Chicago.  Ilfirxxs . .  BEA-0118 .  App^  of  an  Assigixrient  Order.  If  granted:  The  November  21,  1979  Assigtxnent  Order 

issued  to  Amoco  Oil  Company  by  the  Ecorximic  Regulatoiy  Administration,  Region  V, 
regardittg  Amoco's  supply  obligations  to  U.S.  OH  would  be  rescirKted. 

Jan.  2,  1960 .  Cities  Service  Company,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma .  BEL-0012 .  Request  for  Temporary  Exception  (Gasohol  Prices).  If  grarrted:  Cities  Service  Company 

would  receive  a  terrifxxary  exception  which  would  permit  the  firm  to  pass  through  in¬ 
cremental  expenses  relating  to  the  btorxling,  storime,  distribution  and  marketing  of 
gasohol.  See  10  CFR  212.83. 

Jan.  2,  1980 . .  Cities  Service  Company,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma .  BEA-0117... .  Appeal  of  an  AssigrMnent  Order.  II  granted:  The  November  21, 1979  Assignment  Order 

issued  to  Cities  Service  Company  by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region 
V,  regarding  Cities  Service  Company's  supply  obligations  to  U.S.  OH  would  be  <re- 
sciixted. 

Jan.  2,  1960 .  Clark  OH  Refining  Corporation  MHwaukee,  Wiscon-  BEA-0119 .  Appeal  of  an  AssigcMnent  Order.  If  granted:  The  November  21,  1979  Assignment  Order 

sin.  issued  to  Clark  OH  Refining  Corp.  by  the  Ecorximic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region 

V,  regarding  Clark  OH  Refining  Coc^ation’s  supply  obfigations  to  U.S.  OH  would  be 
resdndad. 

Jan.  2, 1960 . . .  Clark,  Gamer  C.,  Dallas,  Texas . .  BRH-0050 _  Request  for  Evidentiary  Hearing.  If  granted:  An  evidentiary  hearing  would  be  convened 

In  corxtection  with  Case  No.  BRO-OOSO,  which  is  a  proceeding  concerning  a  Pro¬ 
posed  Remedial  Order. 

Jan.  2, 1960 _ _ _  Lloyd  J.  Engeran,  Hammond,  Louisiana _  BEE-0676 .  Temperature  Exception.  H  grarrted;  Lloyd  J.  Engeran  would  receive  an  exception  from 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  490,  the  Emergerxry  BuHding  Temperature  Restrictions. 

Jan.  2, 1960 . . . .  Natural  Gas  Utility  District  of  Hawkins  County  Ten-  BEE-0602 .  Exception  to  the  Reporting  Rertuirements.  If  granted:  Natural  Gas  Utility  District  of  Haw- 

nessee,  RogersvHle,  Terxwssee.  kins  County  Tennessee  would  not  be  required  to  file  Form  EIA-143,  "Natural  Gas 

Supply  Requirements  and  Usage". 

Jan.  2, 1980 - -  Sage  Creek  Refining  Co.,  Cowley,  Wyoming .  BEE-0604 .  Exception  from  the  Entitlements  Program.  If  grarrted:  Sage  Creek  Refining  Company 

would  rerteive  an  exception  which  would  nxxfify  Hs  errtitlemerrts  purchase  obligations. 
See  10  CFR  21 1.67. 

Jan.  2, 1960 . — - -  Standard  OH  Company  (Ohio),  Ctevetarxl,  Ohio .  BRD-0022 _  Motion  for  Discovery.  If  granted;  Discovery  would  be  granted  to  Starxlard  OH  Company 

(Ohio)  in  Case  No.  ORO-0197,  which  is  a  proceeding  concerning  a  Proposed  Reme- 
dtel  Order. 

Jan.  2, 1960 . . .  Sun  OH  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  PhHadelphia,  BES,  BST-  Request  for  Stay,  Temporary  Stay.  If  granted:  Sun  OH  Company  (Sun)  of  Perxisylvania 

Perxteylvania.  0041;  BES,  would  receive  a  stay  and  a  terriporary  stay  of  an  order  issued  to  it  by  the  Office  of 

BST-(X)42.  Hearings  and  Appeals  on  August  28,  1979,  perxling  a  final  determination  on  its  Appli- 
•  cation  for  Moditotion  or  Rescission  (Case  No.  BMR-0017).  Sun  also  would  rerteive 

a  stay  and  a  temporary  stay  of  the  October  11,  1979  Assignment  Order  issued  to  it 
by  the  Economic  Regulatory  Administration,  Region  VII,  perxling  a  final  determination 
on  its  Appeal  of  an  Assignment  Order  (Case  No.  BEA-0071). 

Jan.  3, 1960 . . .  BYS,  Inc.,  Duval  County,  Texas - - — .  BXE-617 _  Extension  at  crude  oH  price  relief.  If  granted:  BYS,  Inc.  would  be  permitted  to  continue 

to  sell  the  crude  oH  produrted  from  the  Numble-Dowdy  Fee  Lease,  located  in  Duval 
County,  Texas,  at  upper  tier  ceHing  prices.  See  Universal  Mnerai  CorporaVm  4  DOE 
Par. - (Septembw  28, 1979). 

Jan.  3, 1960 . . .  Chevron  U.S. A.,  bic.,  San  Francisco,  Califomia .  BEE-0614;  Temporary  Exception  (Gasohol  Prices).  If  granted;  Chevron  U.SA,  Inc.  would  receive 

BEL-0614.  an  excepticxi  which  would  permil  the  firm  to  pass  through  incremental  expenses  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  btorxling,  storage,  distribution  arxl  marketing  of  gasohol.  See  10  CFR 
211.83.  The  firm  would  receive  a  temporary  exception  perxling  a  final  determination 
on  its  application  for  exception. 

Jan.  3, 1980 . . .  MobH  OH  Corporation,  AMF  O'Hare,  lllirxxs .  BES-0110 .  Request  for  Stay.  If  grarrted:  MobH  OH  Corprx’ation  would  receive  a  stay  of  the  Noverrv 

bte  21,  1979,  AssigrKnerrt  Order  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  Ecorxxnic  Regulatory  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Office  of  Petroleum  Operations,  Region  V,  with  respect  to  MobH  OH  Cor¬ 
poration’s  supply  obligations  to  U.S.  OH  Cotripany. 

Jan.  3, 1960 . .  Publix  OH  Company,  Waahirtgton,  D.C . . .  BEJ-0014  . .  Protective  Order.  If  granted;  A  Protective  Order  would  be  issued  to  ensure  the  confiderv 

tiality  of  irrformation  supplied  by  Publix  OH  Company  to  Gulf  OH  Corporation  in  con¬ 
nection  with  an  October  S,  1979  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  DEL-8115) 
arxl  a  November  30, 1979  Proposed  Decision  and  Order  (Case  No.  OEE-81 15). 

Jan.  3, 1960 .  SHver  Eagle  Refinmg  Company,  Inc.,  Salt  Lake  City,  BES-0043 .  Re(|uest  for  Stay.  If  granted:  SHver  Eagle  Refining  Company,  Inc.  would  receive  a  stay 

Utah.  trom  the  pro^aions  of  10  CFR  211.67  with  respect  to  the  firm's  entitiements  pur¬ 

chase  obtigatiorts  for  December  1979. 

Jan.  4, 1980 - -  Apex  OH  Company,  Washirtgton,  D.C .  BFA-012S .  Appeal  of  Inforntation  Request  Denial.  If  grarrted:  The  December  5,  1979  Irrformation 

Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Central  Enforcement  District  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  would  be  resdrxled,  and  Apex  OH  Company  would  receive  access  to  certain 
DOE  irrtormation. 
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Uncontested  Remedial  Orders — Week  of 
December  28, 1979  to  January  4, 1980 

The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  has  petitioned  pursuant 
to  10  CFR,  Subpart  O,  for  the  following 
Proposed  Remedial  Orders  to  be  issued 
in  final  form  on  the  ground  that  there 
has  been  no  Statement  of  Objection 
hied: 

Date  of  Proposed  Remedial  Order,  Recipient 
of  Order,  Location,  and  Case  No. 

October  16, 1979;  William  Pinkoske;  Blasdell, 
New  York — BRW-0010 
October  30, 1979;  Rich’s  Shell  Service; 

Manteca,  California — BRW-0007 
October  9, 1979;  Price  Wagon  Auto  Service, 
Inc.;  Aliquippa,  Pennsylvania — BRW-0008 
September  13, 1979;  Monts  Texaco;  Columbia, 
South  Carolina — BRW-0012 
September  27, 1979;  Long  Point  Marina; 

Bemus  Point,  New  York — ^BRW-0013 
July  17, 1979;  JW  Oil  Company;  Casper, 
Wyoming — BRW-0006 
September  27, 1979;  Gugino’s  Exxon;  Niagara 
Falls,  New  York — BRW-0009 
October  12, 1979;  Edward  Pace;  Buffalo,  New 
York— BRW-0011 

September  24, 1979;  Airport  Texaco;  Miami, 
Florida— BRW-0005 
September  27, 1979;  A1  Sellers  Union  76; 
Milpitas,  California — BRW-0004 

Gasohol  Exception  Applications — Week 
of  December  28, 1979  thru  January  4, 

1980 

The  following  firms  have  requested 
exception  relief  from  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  Part  211  so  that  they  can  obtain 
allocations  of  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of 
blending  and  marketing  gasohol: 

Firm,  Case  No.  and  Location 

Gasohol  of  Wisconsin,  Inc.;  BEE-0574 — Elm 
Grove,  Wisconsin 

Holland  Oil  Company;  BEE-0567 — Hayward, 
California 

J.  T.  Collier  &  Sons  Oil  Company;  BEE-0566 — 
Jesup,  Georgia 

Putnam  Fuels,  Inc.;  BEE-0569 — North  Bergen, 
New  Jersey 

Russell  Steward  Oil  Company;  BEE-0570 — 
Urbana,  Illinois 

Uselton  Oil  Co.,  Inc.;  BEE-0580 — Pekin, 

Illinois 

Werner  Oil  Company;  BEE-0572 — 

Higginsville,  Missouri 
Como  Oil  Company;  BEE-0584 — Duluth, 
Minnesota 

Dickerson  Petroleum,  Inc.;  BEE-0588 — 
Belleville,  Illinois 

Knodle  Oil  Company;  BEE-0586 — Leaf  River, 
Illinois 

Valpo  Oil  Company;  BEE-0591 — Valparaiso, 
Indiana 


Hoffman  Comer  Oil  Company,  Inc.;  BEE- 
0610 — White  Bear  Lake,  Minnesota 
Cray  Energy;  BEE-0616— Bellows  Falls, 
Vermont 

Motor  Gasoline  Allocation  Cases 
Received  During  the  Week  of  December 
28, 1979  thru  January  4, 1980 

The  following  firms  have  applied  for 
an  exception  from  10  CFR  Part  211  so 
that  they  may  be  assigned  an  increased 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline. 

Date  Received;  Name;  Case  No.  and  State 
12/28/79;  Baker  Oil  Company;  BEEM)600 — 
Tennessee 

12/28/79;  County  Beverage  Corp.;  BEE-0577 — 
Maryland 

12/28/79;  Friendly  Oil  Company;  BEE-0571 — 
California 

12/28/79;  Hugh  T.  Wilder;  BEE-0578— 
Virginia 

12/28/79;  Lakeview  Exxon;  BEE-0568— 
California 

12/28/79;  Petrol  Enterprises;  BEE-0573 — 
Florida 

12/28/79;  Urbano  Service  Station;  BEL,  BEE- 
0613 — California 

12/28/79;  Whiddon  Road  Exxon;  BEE-0601 — 
Georgia 

12/28/79;  White  Water  General  Store;  BEE- 
0579 — Colorado 

12/30/79;  Doc’s  Country  Deli;  BEE-0563 — 
Pennsylvania 

12/31/79;  Billy’s  Pinentel;  BEE-0587— 
California 

12/31/79;  Coastland  Chevron;  BEE-0590— 
Florida 

12/31/79;  F.  L  Roberts  &  Company;  BEE- 
0585 — Washington,  D.C. 

12/31/79;  Torrance  Unihed  School  District; 

BEE-0586 — California 
1/2/80;  Air  France;  BEE-0608 — Texas 
1/2/80;  Aldo  Gas;  BEE-0609— Iowa 
1/2/80;  Colonial  Shell;  BXE-0603— 
Connecticut 

1/2/80;  Ed’s  Garage;  BEE-0632 — Connecticut 
1/2/80;  Kenilworth  Car  Wash;  BXE-0605 — 
Maryland 

1/2/80;  Phifer’s  Union  76;  BEE-0606— North 
Carolina 

1/2/80;  Republican  Supply  Co.  of  California; 
BEE-0611 — California 

1/3/80;  M.  B.  &  G.  American  Accessory;  BEE- 
0615 — West  Virginia 
1/3/80;  Miller  Brothers,  Inc.;  BEE-0644 — 
Oklahoma 

Notices  of  Objection  Received — Week  of 
December  28, 1979  to  January  4, 1980 

Date,  Name  and  Location  of  Applicant,  and 
Case  No. 

12/28/79;  D  &  J  Poultry,  Dover,  Florida — 
BEO-0628 


12/28/79;  Jim’s  Amoco,  Ashtabula,  Ohio — 
BEO-0610 

12/28/79;  Johnson  Service  Station, 
Jacksonville,  Florida — ^BEO-0611 
12/28/79;  Knickerbocker  Car  Wash,  Inc., 
Marion,  Texas — BEO-0612 
12/28/79;  Krantz  Shell  Service,  New 
Philadelphia,  Ohio — ^BEO-0613 
12/28/79;  Lincoln  Land  Oil  Company, 
Springfield,  Illinois — BEO-8614 
12/28/79;  Mayo  D-4  Service  Station,  Dresden, 
Tennessee — BEO-0615 
12/28/79;  Mitchell’s  Exxon,  Reading, 
Pennsylvania — BEO-0616 
12/28/79;  Pellum’s  Amoco,  Waterboro,  South 
Carolina — BEO-0617 
12/28/79;  Stateline  Texaco,  South  Lake 
Tahoe,  California — BEO-0618 
12/28/79;  Stockbridge  Motors,  Stockbridge, 
Massachusetts — BEO-0619 
12/28/79;  Amoco  Oil  Company,  Madison, 
Wisconsin — BEO-0625 
12/28/79;  Four  Comers  Standard,  Villa  Park, 
Illinois — BEO-0626 

12/28/79;  D  &  D  Gulf  Service,  Fitchburg, 
Massachusetts — DEE-7179 
12/28/79;  Craft’s  Superette,  Chandler, 

T  exas — ^BEO— 0600 

12/28/79;  Bolling  &  Macklins’s  Shell,  Chicago, 
Illinois — BEO-0601 

12/28/79;  Charles  Vass  ARCO  Station, 
Antioch,  California — BEO-0602 
12/28/79;  College  Service  Chevron,  Anaheim, 
California — BEO-0603 

12/28/79;  Onyx  Corporation,  New  York,  New 
York— BEE-0013 

12/28/79;  Lawrence  &  Sons  Oil  Company  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C. — BEE-0237 
12/28/79;  Cleland’s  Oil  Company,  Wagoner, 
Oklahoma — DEE-4124 
12/28/79;  Union  Oil  Company  of  California, 
Washington,  D.C. — DEE-5748 
12/31/79;  Northwest  Land  Company,  Denver, 
Colorado — BEO-0641 
12/31/79;  Oakwood  Mid  State  Tmck, 
Oakwood,  Illinois — BEO-0531 
12/31/79;  Occidental  Chemical  Co.,  White 
Spring,  Florida — BEO-0642 
12/31/79;  Wallace,  R.  D.,  Bumpus  Mills, 
Tennessee — BEO-0643 
12/31/79;  Silver  Spray  Car  Wash,  Mequon, 
Wisconsin — BEO-0644 
12/31/79;  Steve’s  Car  Wash,  Topeka, 

Kansas — BEO-0546 

12/31/79;  United  Sanitation  Co.,  El  Monte, 
California — BEO-0646 

12/31/79;  Indian  Rocks  “66”,  Largo,  Florida — 
DEE-5935 

12/31/79;  Marshall  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  Wake  Forest, 
North  Carolina — DEE-7869 
12/31/79;  B  &  B  Oil  Company,  Washington, 
D.C.— DEE-5854 

12/31/79;  Budget  Rent  A  Car  of  Louisville, 
Louisville,  Kentucky — DEE-6992 
12/28/79;  Dana  Fritz  Ashland  Oil  Station, 
Greenup,  Kentucky — BEO-0559 
12/28/79;  Freedom  Car  Wash,  Watsonville, 
California — BEO-0585 

12/28/79;  D  &  J  Marathon,  Bremen,  Indiana — 
BEO-0604 
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12/28/79;  Foley’s  Chevron  &  Drive  In  Dairy, 
Orange,  California — BEO-0605 
12/28/79;  Gordon's  Marathon,  Stevensville, 
Michigan — BEO-0606 
12/28/79;  H.M.H.  Supply  Inc.,  Bear  Creek, 
Alabama — BEO-0607 

12/28/79;  Gary  Hammond,  Maryland  Heights, 
Missouri — BEO-0e08 

12/28/79;  Higgins,  Virginia,  Bellaire,  Ohio— 
BEO-0609 

12/28/79;  The  Tanner  Companies,  Etiwanda, 
California — BEO-0620 
12/28/79;  Tony’s  Lighthouse  Chevron,  San 
Francisco,  California — BEO-0621 
12/28/79;  Wharfside  Marina,  Del  Ray  Beach, 
Florida — BEO-0622 

12/28/79;  Wooldridge  Organization,  Walnut 
Creek,  California — BEO-0623 
12/28/79;  Jack  Hardi  Exxon  Service, 

Anaheim,  California — BEO-0624 
12/28/79;  Milner  Super  Gas,  Inc., 

Washington,  D.C. — ^BEE-0252 
1/2/80;  Wilson’s  Friendly  Service,  Davenport, 
Iowa — ^BEO-0148 
1/2/80;  Greenhaven  Auto  Center, 

Sacramento,  California — ^BEO-0528 
1/2/80;  Peterson  Mobil  Service,  Two  River, 
Wisconsin — ^BEO-0595 
1/2/80;  O’Halloran  Oil  Corporation,  Perry, 
Oklahoma — ^BEO-0647 
1/2/80;  Wetherington  &  Houser  Service  Co., 
Arkadelphia,  Arkansas — BEO-0648 
1/2/80;  Don’s  Texaco  &  Tire  Service, 

Puyallup,  Washington — ^BEO-0649 
1/2/80;  Drihwood  Dairy,  El  Monte, 

California — BEO-0650 
1/2/80;  Ed  Mareusz  ARCO,  Vallejo, 

California — ^BEO-0651 

1/2/80;  Hullings,  Seattle,  Washington — BEO- 
0652 

1/2/80;  I.  D.  Johnson  &  Company,  Hood  River, 
Oregon — BEO-0653 

1/2/80;  Juanita  Shell,  Kirkland,  Washington — 
BEO-0654 

1/2/80;  Wimmers  Grocery  &  Texaco  Service, 
Shawsville,  Virginia — ^BEO-0666 
1/2/80;  Village  Standard,  Brooklyn, 

Michigan — BEO-0665 
1/2/80;  Bailey,  Lonnie,  St.  Louis, 

Mississippi — ^BEO-0664 
1/2/80;  Al’s  Super  Shell,  Bruce,  Wisconsin — 
BEO-0663 

12/31/79;  Don’s  Arco,  Portland,  Oregon — 
BEO-0634 

12/31/79;  Ben-Al  Oil  Co.,  Springfield, 

Illinois — BEO-0631 

12/31/79;  Baggs  Million  Item  Store,  Lakeview, 
Ohio— BEO-0630 

12/31/79;  Al’s  Texaco,  Hollywood,  Florida — 
BEO-0629 

12/31/79;  Swartz,  J.  L.,  High  Spring,  Florida — 
BEO-O63g 

12/31/79;  Mounts  Exxon,  Belfry,  Kentucky — 
BEO-0640 

1/2/80;  Advanced  Sale  Corp.,  Washington, 
D.C.— DEE-8251 

1/3/80;  Saffari  Mobil  Service,  Supulveda, 
California — DEE-7478 
12/31/79;  Horeshoe  Exxon,  Jarreau, 

Louisiana — BEO-0638 
12/31/79;  Hermosa  Car  Wash,  Hermosas 
Beach,  California — BEO-0637 
12/31/79;  J.R.’s  Servicenter,  Arona, 
Pennsylvania — BEO-0636 
12/31/79;  Gas  Unlimited,  Cornelius,  Oregon — 
BEO-0635 


12/31/79;  Eighth  &  Beech  Sunoco,  Detroit, 
Michigan — BEO-0633 

12/31/79;  Bob  Lee’s,  St.  Petersburg,  Florida — 
BEO-0632 

1/2/80;  Nichelini  Plastering,  Inc.,  San  Rafael, 
California — BEO-0655 
1/2/80;  Olsen,  Robert  L,  Lynnwood, 
Washington — ^BEO-0656 
1/2/80;  Sammy’s  Mini  Mart,  Mackay,  Idaho — 
BEO-0658 

1/2/80;  Sandy  Oil  Company,  Sandy, 

Oregon — ^BEO-0659 

1/2/80;  Sorenson’s  Graham  Garage,  Graham, 
Washington — BEO-0660 
1/2/80;  Wilhelm  Garage  &  Auto,  Peoria, 
Arizona — ^BEO-0661 
1/2/80;  Valley  Center  Supply,  Shelton, 
Washington — BEO-0662 
1/2/80;  Flower  Exxon  Service  Center, 

Takoma  Park,  Maryland — DEE-5536 
1/3/80;  Bev’s  Beauty  Salon,  Concord,  New 
Hampshire — ^BEO-0667 
1/3/80;  Middlebrook  Exxon,  Bound  Brook, 
New  Jersey — BEO-0668 
1/3/80;  Mayo’s  Service  Station,  Dresden, 
Tennessee — BEO-0670 
1/3/80;  Valley  West  Amoco,  West  Des 
Moines,  Iowa — BEC)-0671 
1/3/80;  Greenfield-Six  Mile  Shell,  Detroit, 
Michigan — BEO-0672 
1/3/80;  Les  Frances  Auto  Rental  Leasing  & 
Investment  Corp.,  Bridgeton,  Missouri — 
BEO-0673 

12/31/79;  McMillen,  Dennis,  Omaha, 

Nebraska — BEO-0674 

1/3/80;  Morton  Servicenter,  Morton,  Illinois — 
BEO-0675 

1/3/80;  Rick’s  Green  Trails  Texaco,  Chester, 
Missouri — BEO-0676 
1/3/80;  West  Center,  Inc.,  Omaha, 

Nebraska — BEO-0677 

1/3/80;  Continental  Car  Wash,  Los  Angeles, 
California — BEO-0678 
1/3/80;  Midway  Oil  Company,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin — DEE-4152 
1/3/80;  Prospect  Auto  Repair,  Cambridge, 
Massachusetts — DEE-6383 
1/4/80;  City  of  Long  Beach,  Long  Beach, 
California — ^BXE-0341 
1/4/80;  Lake  Oil  Company,  Washington, 
D.C.— BEE-0150 

1/3/80;  Copeland  Grocery,  Woodland, 
Washington — BEO-0679 
I/3/8O;  D.  U.  Exxon,  Denver,  Colorado — 
BEO-0680 

I/2/8O;  Food  &  Gas  Company,  Renton, 
Washington — BEO-0681 
I/3/8O;  Glazier  Garth,  Kanab,  Utah — ^BEO- 
0683 

I/3/8O;  Harris  Farms,  Watsonville, 

California — BEO-0684 
I/2/8O;  Oakland  Tribune,  Oakland, 

California — BEO-0685 
I/2/8O;  Parkway  Grocery  &  Gasoline,  Port 
Angeles,  Washington — BEO-0686 
12/28/79;  Stockbridge  Motors,  Stockbridge, 
Massachusetts — DEE-6765 
12/28/79;  Union  Oil  Co.  of  Pennsylvania, 
Washington,  D.C. — DEE-5748 
I/2/8O;  Maetex  Supply  Co.,  Provo,  Texas — 
BEO-0736 

[FR  Doc.  80-8645  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders; 
Week  of  January  28  through  February 
1, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
week  of  January  28  through  February  1, 
1980  the  Decisions  and  Orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  Appeals  and  Applications  for 
Exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  which  were  dismissed  by 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  and 
the  basis  for  the  dismissal. 

Appeals 

Apex  OH  Co.,  Clayton,  Mo.;  BFA-0125, 
freedom  of  information 

Apex  Oil  filed  an  Appeal  fi-om  a  partial 
denial  by  the  DOE  District  Manager  of  the 
Central  Enforcement  District  of  a  Request  for 
Information  which  the  firm  had  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(FOIA).  In  denying  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  District  Manager  properly 
withheld  portions  of  the  requested  intra¬ 
agency  memoranda  pursuant  to  Exemption  5. 
The  DOE  also  rejected  the  appellant’s 
position  that  the  FOIA  required  disclosure  of 
any  document  that  could  conceivably  be 
disclosed  in  litigation. 

Graber,  Stetler  &  Townsend,  Alexandria,  Va.; 
BFA-O078 freedom  of  information 

Graber,  Stetler  &  Townsend  filed  an 
Appeal  from  a  denial  by  the  Director  of  the 
DOE  Office  of  Classification  of  a  Request  for 
Information  which  the  firm  has  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (the 
FOIA).  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  portions  of  the  two  dociunents 
which  were  initially  withheld  under 
Exemption  3  were  inadvertently  withheld  and 
should  be  released  to  the  public. 

Hartford  Electric  Light  Co.;  Connecticut  Light 
&  Power  Co.,  Hartford,  Conn.;  DEA-0446, 
DEA-0447,  DED-0446,  coal 

The  Hartford  Electric  Light  Company  and 
the  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company 
filed  an  Appeal  fi'om  the  rescission  by  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  of  two 
Prohibition  Orders  issued  to  the  firms  on  June 
30, 1977.  The  Prohibition  Orders,  if  made 
effective,  would  have  prohibited  the  firms 
fi'om  using  oil  on  natural  gas  at  the  firms’  five 
power  generating  plants.  In  considering  the 
firms’  Appeal  from  the  Rescission  Orders,  the 
DOE  found  that  the  ERA  acted  properly 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Energy  Supply 
and  Environmental  Coordination  Act  of  1974 
and  the  applicable  DOE  regulations,  and  that 
the  possibility  for  further  coal  conversion 
proceedings  under  the  superseding  Fuel  Use 
Act  legislation  does  not  render  the  Rescission 
Orders  invalid.  Accordingly,  the  Appeal  was 
denied.  With  respect  to  a  Motion  for 
Discovery  filed  by  the  firms,  the  DOE  found 
that  the  firms  had  failed  to  establish  a  basis 
for  deposing  certain  DOE  officials  who 
participated  in  the  issuance  of  the  Rescission 
Orders  that  were  the  subject  of  the  Appeal. 

Koch  Industries,  Inc.,  Wichita,  Kans.,  DEA- 
0633  through  D^-0637,  motor  gasoline 
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Koch  Industries,  Inc.  flled  5ve  Appeals 
from  order  issued  to  the  firm  in  July  1979  by 
the  Region  II  Office  of  Petroleum  Operations 
of  the  Economic  Regiilatory  Administration. 
Those  orders  directed  the  him  to  supply 
motor  gasoline  to  five  Hrms  located  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey.  In  considering  the 
Appeals,  the  DOE  found  that  the  orders  had 
not  been  issued  in  accordance  with  DOE 
procedural  regulations.  Accordingly,  the 
Appeals  were  granted,  and  the  matter 
remanded  for  selection  of  new  suppliers  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Decision  and  Order. 

Mobil  Oil  Corp.;  Total  Petroleum,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.  Y.;  Detroit,  Mich.;  BEA-0083, 
BEA-0101,  crude  oil 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation  and  Total 
Petroleum,  Inc.  Hied  Appeals  from 
Supplemental  Allocation  Notices  that  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  issued 
under  the  Canadian  Crude  Oil  Allocation 
Program  for  the  October  1  through  December 
31, 1979  allocation  period.  In  support  of  their 
positions,  the  Arms  maintained  that  the  ERA 
could  not  accept  amended  nominations  &om 
other  companies  after  the  time  period  set 
forth  in  10  CFR  214.31  (h).  In  considering  the 
Appeals  the  DOE  held  that  the  provisions 
contained  in  the  Preamble  to  the  Final  Rule 
which  amended  the  Canadian  Crude  Oil 
Allocation  Program  (42  Fed.  Reg.  29295  (June 
8, 1977])  indicated  that  the  ERA  was  required 
to  permit  Murphy  Oil  Corporation  and 
Ashland  Oil,  bic.  to  submit  amended 
nominations  after  the  deadline  established  in 
10  CFR  214.31(h)  because  of  the  cutoff  of 
Canadian  light  crude  oil  exports.  The  DOE 
therefore  determined  that  Mobil’s  and  Total's 
Appeals  should  be  denied. 

Williams  and  Connolly,  Washington,  D.C.; 
BFA-0128,  freedom  of  information 

Williams  &  Connolly  filed  an  Appeal  from 
a  denial  by  the  DOE  Deputy  General  Counsel 
for  Enforcement  and  Litigation  of  a  Request 
for  Information  which  the  Hrm  had  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (the 
FOIA).  Williams  &  Connolly  sought 
information  pertaining  to  the  application  of 
federal  criminal  sanctions  to  violations  of 
DOE  regulations.  In  considering  the  Appeal, 
the  DOE  found  that,  although  portions  of  all 
the  documents  in  question  were  properly 
withheld  under  either  Exemption  5  or 
Exemption  7(A)  of  the  FOIA,  many  of  the 
documents  contained  segregable  non-exempt 
factual  material  which  should  be  released  to 
the  public.  The  Appeal  was  accordingly 
granted. 

Remedial  Orders 

George  Alexiades,  Elizabeth,  N.J.;  DRO-0290, 
motor  gasoline 

George  Alexiades  objected  to  an  Interim 
Remedial  Order  for  Immediate  Compliance 
(IROIC)  issued  to  him  d/b/a  George’s  Shell, 
Inc.  by  the  State  of  New  Jersey  Department  of 
Energy  (New  Jersey]  on  July  5, 1979.  In  the 
IROIC,  New  Jersey  found  that  George’s  (i) 
failed  to  post  and  maintain  the  maximum 
lawful  selling  price  for  each  grade  of  motor 
gasoline  on  the  face  of  each  of  its  pumps,  (ii) 
failed  to  keep  and  maintain  required  records 
necessary  to  support  the  lawfulness  of  the 


selling  price  being  charged  and  (iii)  charged 
prices  for  motor  gasoline  which  exceeded  the 
maximum  allowable  price  the  Hrm  was 
permitted  to  charge  imder  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR  Part  212.  The  hrm  failed  to  Hie  a 
Statement  of  Objections  in  a  timely  manner. 
The  DOE  therefore  concluded  that  George’s 
Shell,  Inc.  no  longer  wished  to  object  to  the 
IROIC  and  accordingly  issued  the  EROIC  as  a 
final  order  of  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Harrison  Gas  S'  Oil,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif, 
BRW-0015,  motar gasoline 

'The  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
(ERA)  filed  a  Motion  to  Issue  a  Remedial 
Order  on  January  7, 1979.  In  its  Motion,  the 
ERA  stated  that  Harrison  Gas  &  Oil,  Inc.  had 
failed  to  file  a  timely  Notice  of  Objection  and 
therefore  was  deemed  to  have  admitted  the 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law  as 
stated  in  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order.  The 
DOE  found  that  Harrison  had  received  an 
extension  of  time  within  which  Harrison 
could  file  its  Statement  of  Objections  to  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order.  The  DOE  therefore 
concluded  that  the  Motion  should  be 
dismissed. 

Perez’s  Amoco,  Elizabeth,  Nf;  DRO-0289, 
motor  gasoline 

Perez’s  Amoco,  Inc.  objected  to  an  Interim 
Remedial  Order  for  Immediate  Compliance 
(IROIC)  issued  to  the  firm  by  the  State  of 
New  Jersey  Department  of  ^ergy  (New 
Jersey)  on  July  5, 1979.  In  the  IROIC,  New 
Jersey  foimd  that  Perez’s  (i)  failed  to  post  and 
maintain  the  maximum  lawful  selling  price 
for  each  grade  of  motor  gasoline  on  the  face 
of  each  of  its  pumps,  (ii)  failed  to  keep  and 
maintain  required  records  necessary  to 
support  the  lawfulness  of  the  selling  price 
being  charged,  and  the  (iii)  charged  prices  for 
motor  gasoline  which  exceeded  the  maximiun 
allowable  price  the  firm  was  permitted  to 
charge  under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
212.  The  firm  failed  to  file  a  Statement  of 
Objections  within  the  time  limits  prescribed 
by  DOE  regulations.  The  DOE  therefore 
concluded  that  Perez’s  Amoco,  Inc.  no  longer 
wished  to  object  to  the  IROIC  and 
accordingly  issued  the  IROIC  as  a  final  order 
of  the  Department  of  Energy. 

Triangle  f  Oil  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.;  DRO-0206, 
Crude  Oil 

Triangle  J  Oil  Company  (Triangle  J)  filed  a 
Statement  of  Objections  to  a  Proposed 
Remedial  Order  (PRO)  that  the  Rocky 
Mountain  District  Office  of  the  DOE’s 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  (District 
Office)  issued  to  the  firm  on  March  13, 1979. 

In  that  PRO,  the  District  Office  determined 
that  during  the  audit  period  September  1, 

1973  throng  February  29, 1976,  Triangle  J  had 
sold  certain  amounts  of  crude  oil  produced  on 
the  State  Lease  in  Washington  Coimty, 
Colorado  at  prices  exceeding  the  maximum 
lawful  selling  prices.  Specifically,  the  PRO 
charged  that  Triangle  J  had  sold  the  crude  oil 
produced  fi'om  a  second  well  drilled  on  the 
lease  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices  without  first 
eliminating  the  current  cumulative  deficiency 
for  the  State  Lease.  In  response.  Triangle  J 
argued  that  the  State  Lease  had  not  incurred 
a  current  cumulative  deficiency  and  that  the 
second  well  constituted  a  new  property  with 
a  Base  Production  Control  Level  of  zero 
barrels. 


In  considering  the  firm’s  Statment,  the  DOE 
rejected  Triangle  J’s  contention  that  its 
technically  deficient  certification  of 
production  of  “new”  crude  oil  from  the  State 
Lease  in  November  1973  could  not  trigger  the 
operation  of  the  current  cumulative 
deficiency  provisions.  The  DOE  also  rejected 
Triangle  J’s  argument  that  Colorado’s  well¬ 
spacing  regulations  required  treatment  of  the 
second  well  as  a  separate  property,  since 
those  requirements  were  not  a  part  of  the 
lease  agreement  or  fee  interest.  In  addition, 
the  DOE  held  that  it  was  proper  to  serve  the 
PRO  on  the  operator  of  a  crude  oil  producing 
property.  However,  the  DOE  modified  the 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  to  require 
restitution  by  a  specified  price  reduction  imtil 
the  repayment  is  completed  and  to  require  a 
liunp  sum  repayment  of  any  balance 
outstanding  at  the  end  of  twelve  months. 
Accordingly,  Triangle  J’s  objections  were 
denied  and  the  PRO  as  modified  was  issued 
as  a  final  Remedial  Order. 

Kirkwood  Oil  S'  Gas  Co.,  Washington,  D.C.; 

DRA-0276,  crude  oil 

The  Kirkwood  Oil  and  Gas  Company  filed 
an  Appeal  of  a  Revised  Remedial  Order  that 
was  issued  to  the  firm  on  December  8, 1978. 

In  the  Appeal  the  firm  sought  the  rescission 
of  the  Revised  Remedial  Order  and  a  finding 
that  the  firm’s  Ruduik  lease  qualified  as  a 
stripper  well  property  during  1973.  In 
considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  firm  had  not  demonstrated  that  the 
Revised  Remedial  Order  was  erroneous  in 
fact  or  law  or  was  arbitrary  and  capricious. 
Accordingly,  Kirkwood’s  Appeal  was  denied. 

Requests  for  Exception 

Ball  Shell  Service,  Asheville,  NC.;  BEE-6156, 

motor  gasoline 

Ball  Shell  Service  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  fi-om  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.102,  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  would  not  experience  any 
serious  financial  difficulty  as  a  result  of 
denial  of  exception  relief.  The  DOE  further 
determined  that  the  residents  of  the  market 
area  served  by  Ball  were  not  subject  to  a 
gross  inequity  or  unfair  distribution  of 
burdens  as  a  result  of  an  unusual  shortage  of 
motor  gasoline  in  the  community  served  by 
the  firm.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.,  San  Francisco,  Calif: 

DEE-5917,  refined  petroleum  products 

Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
212.83(c)(2)  in  which  the  firm  sought 
permission  to  exclude  the  carbon  dioxide 
which  it  produces  in  the  apportionment  of 
costs  between  uncontrolled  and  price- 
controlled  refined  petroleum  products.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
exception  relief  was  necessary  to  prevent  the 
firm  fi-om  suffering  a  gross  inequity. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

City  of  Pleasant  Grove,  Pleasant  Grove,  Ala.; 

BEE-0211,  reporting  requirements 

The  City  of  Pleasant  Grove,  Alabama  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
reporting  requirements  of  Form  EIA-149 
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(“Natural  Gas,  Supply,  Requirements,  and 
Usage”).  Pleasant  Grove  requested  that  it  be 
relieved  of  the  requirement  to  hie  the  form 
with  the  Energy  Information  Administration. 
In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found 
that  the  illness  of  the  City’s  only  employee 
qualified  to  complete  the  form  prevented 
Pleasant  Grove  from  complying  with  the 
reporting  deadlines.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  granted  which  permitted  Pleasant 
Grove  to  hie  its  data  in  simplihed  form, 
ninety  days  after  the  return  to  work  of  the 
employee  or  the  appointment  of  a 
replacement  for  the  employee. 

City  of  Reno,  Reno,  Nev.;  BEO-0465,  motor 
gasoline 

The  City  of  Reno,  Nevada  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  in  which  it 
requested  an  increase  in  its  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  found 
that  the  City  had  failed  to  show  that  the 
burdens  its  employees  were  encountering  in 
purchasing  gasoline  directly  at  retail  outlets 
were  any  different  from  the  burdens  which 
millions  of  other  individuals  are  currently 
experiencing.  As  a  result,  the  City's  exception 
request  was  denied. 

Gas  Marketing,  Inc.,  Stafford  Kans.,  DEE- 
7646,  Crude  Oil 

Gas  Marketing,  Inc.  hied  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
212,  Subpart  D.  Exception  relief  was  granted 
to  permit  Gas  Marketing  to  sell  at  market 
prices  100  percent  of  the  crude  oil  produced 
from  the  Bayou  Bouillon  3-D  Lease  located  in 
St.  Martin  Parish,  Louisiana. 

fames  R.  Drummond,  Inc.,  Alexandria,  La., 
DEE-7679,  Motor  Gasoline 

James  R.  Drummond,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.102  in  which  the  firm  sought  an 
increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
noted  that  the  firm  sought  to  divert  to  two 
outlets  in  which  it  had  made  investments  in 
1979  the  unused  portion  of  the  1972  base 
period  allocations  of  other  stations  it  owned 
wholesales  had  declined  in  1979  and  1978. 

The  DOE  found  that  no  financial  hardship 
existed  with  respect  to  the  two  stations  in 
which  the  firm  made  investments  and  the 
firm  was  not  experiencing  a  gross  inequity  as 
a  result  of  the  implementation  of  the  new 
base  period.  Accordingly,  exception  relief 
was  denied. 

Kingsport  Publishing  Corp.  d.b.a.  Kingsport 
Times-News,  Kingsport,  Tn.,  DEE-4955, 
Motor  Gasoline 

Kingsport  Publishing  Corp.  d.b.a.  Kingsport 
Times-News  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
211  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase  in  its 
base  period  allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
the  firm  had  failed  to  demonstrate  that 
additional  volumes  of  motor  gasoline  were 
required  by  the  firm  in  order  to  continue  its 
business  operations.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  denied. 

Mason  Valley  Petroleum  Dealers,  Yerington, 
Nev.,  BXE-0673,  Motor  Gasoline 

The  Mason  Valley  Petroleum  Dealers  filed 
an  Application  for  Inception  from  the 


provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  which,  if 
granted,  would  result  in  the  extension  of 
exception  relief  previously  granted  increasing 
the  base  period  allocations  of  five  retail 
service  stations  represented  by  Mason 
Valley.  In  its  Application,  Mason  Valley 
stated  that  the  increased  allocations  were 
necessary  to  meet  increases  in  demand  which 
resulted  fi'om  the  closings  of  other  outlets 
during  and  after  the  base  period.  In 
considering  the  request  the  DOE  determined 
that  Mason  Valley  had  met  the  criteria  for 
exception  relief  specified  in  James  Tidwell 

Chevron,  4  DOE  Par. - (June  8, 1979). 

Accordingly,  Mason  Valley’s  Application  for 
Exception  was  approved.  'The  DOE 
determination  was  issued  in  final  form 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.69C(a). 

Earl  B.  Plank,  Pierce,  Idaho,  BEO-0083, 

Motor  Gasoline 

Earl  B.  Plank  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.102  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  exception  relief  was  necessary 
because  the  base  period  constituted  an 
anomolous  period  for  purposes  of  measuring 
the  present  owner’s  full  time  operation. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  granted. 

Husky  Oil  Company,  Denver,  Colo.,  DXE- 
6327,  Crude  Oil 

Husky  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  Exception  relief  was 
granted  to  permit  Husky  Oil  Company  to  sell 
at  upper  tier  prices  100  percent  of  the  crude 
oil  produced  fi'om  the  Victory  lease  located  in 
Santa  Barbara,  California. 

Priest  Explorations,  Inc.,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  DEE-8068,  Crude  Oil 

Priest  Explorations,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  fi'om  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  Exception 
relief  was  granted  to  permit  Priest  to  sell 
74.75  and  39.37  percent  of  crude  oil  produced 
for  the  benefit  of  the  working  interest  owners 
from  the  Choate  Well  3A  and  the  Choate 
Well  4A,  respectively,  at  market  price  levels 
not  to  exceed  $30.94  per  barrel. 

Priest  Explorations,  Inc.,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  DEE-8067,  Crude  Oil 

Priest  Explorations,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D.  In  considering 
the  exception  request  for  the  Barnes  Well  3A, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  applicant  would  be 
able  to  operate  that  well  on  a  profitable  basis 
if  the  crude  oil  is  sold  at  the  applicable 
ceiling  price.  Accordingly,  the  DOE 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
denied  for  the  Barnes  Well  3A.  With  respect 
to  the  remaining  well,  exception  relief  was 
granted  to  permit  Priest  to  sell  9.11  percent  of 
the  crude  oil  produced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  interest  owners  from  the  Barnes 
Well  2A  at  market  price  levels  not  to  exceed 
$30.94  per  barrel. 

R.  W.  Tyson  Producing  Co.,  Inc.,  Jackson, 
Miss.,  DEE-4500  through  DEE-4505, 

Crude  Oil 

R.  W.  Tyson  Producing  Company,  Inc.  filed, 
six  Applications  for  Exception  from  the 


provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  D. 
Exception  relief  was  granted  to  permit  Tyson 
to  sell  at  market  prices  a  portion  of  the  crude 
oil  produced  fi'om  each  of  the  properties. 

Saveway  Super  Service  Stations,  Inc.,  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  DEE-3522,  Motor  Gasoline 

Saveway  Super  Service  Stations,  Inc. 
(Saveway)  filed  an  Application  for  Exception 
seeking  an  increase  in  its  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  found  that  the 
allocation  fractions  of  the  firm’s  suppliers 
were  not  significantly  lower  than  the  average 
national  allocation  fraction  for  the  period  in 
question.  In  addition,  the  DOE  found  that 
Saveway  had  not  established  that  either 
residents  or  vacationers  in  Las  Vegas, 

Nevada  would  bear  a  disproportionate  share 
of  the  burdens  of  the  nation’s  energy 
problems  unless  the  firm  received  an 
increased  allocation  of  motor  gasoline. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Stan's  Service,  Murrieta,  Calif,  BEO-0384, 
Motor  Gasoline 

Stan’s  Service  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
211.102  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  increase 
in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  made  no  significant 
alteration  in  its  business  practices  since  the 
end  of  the  new  base  period.  The  DOE  further 
found  that  the  firm  would  not  experience  any 
serious  financial  difficulty  as  a  result  of 
denial  of  exception  relief.  Finally,  the  DOE 
determined  that  the  residents  of  the  market 
area  served  by  Lavery  were  not  subject  to  a 
gross  inequity  of  unfair  distribution  of 
burdens  as  a  result  of  an  unusual  shortage  of 
motor  gasoline  in  the  community  served  by 
the  firm.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
denied. 

Union  Service  Industries,  Inc.,  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  BEO-0332,  Motor  Gasoline 

Union  Service  Industries,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.102  in  which  the  firm  sought  an 
increase  in  its  base  period  allocation  of  motor 
gasoline.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  made  a  capital 
investment  in  1976  to  renovate  its  operations. 
However,  the  DOE  determined  that  the 
intended  benefits  of  that  investment  could 
have  been  realized  prior  to  the  updating  of 
the  base  period.  In  view  of  the  fact  that 
Union’s  operations  were  unprofitable  since 
1973,  the  DOE  concluded  that  any  financial 
difficulties  which  the  firm  may  be 
experiencing  are  not  directly  attributable  to 
the  new  base  period.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  denied. 

Requests  for  Stay 

Kerr-McGee  Corporation,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  BES-0045,  Motar  Gasoline 

Kerr-McGee  Corporation  filed  an 
Application  for  Stay  from  the  requirement 
that  it  offer  motor  gasoline  for  sale  to  the 
Marathon  Oil  Company  and  Chevron  U.S.A., 
Inc.  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a  Decision  and 
Order  issued  to  San-Ann  Service,  Inc.  on 
December  5, 1979.  San-Ann  Service,  Inc.,  5 

DOE  Par. - (December  5, 1979).  In 

considering  the  Application,  the  DOE 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices 


18471 


determined  that  Kerr-McGee  would  not  be 
adversely  affected  if  it  were  required  to 
furnish  the  specihed  volumes  of  motor 
gasoline  to  Marathon  and  Chevron.  The  DOE 
also  found  that  the  Hrm  had  failed  to  satisfy 
any  of  the  other  stay  requirements  set  forth  in 
10  CFR  205.125(b).  The  Kerr-McGee  stay 
request  was  accordingly  denied.  However, 
Kerr-McGee’s  obligation  to  supply  Marathon 
and  Chevron  with  certain  volumes  of 
gasoline  was  stayed  for  a  short  period  of  time 
in  order  to  allow  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  time  to  consider  a 
similar  stay  request  submitted  by  the  firm. 

Sun  Oil  Company  of  Pennsylvania:  Atlantic 
Richfield  Company:  Texaco,  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C.,  BES-0100,  BES-0104, 
BES-0105,  Motor  Gasoline 
Sim  Oil  Company  of  Pennsylvania,  Atlantic 
RichHeld  Company,  and  Texaco,  Inc.  filed 
Applications  for  Stay  which,  if  granted, 
would  stay  the  provisions  of  Assignment 
Orders  issued  to  the  Hrm  by  the  Economic 
Regulatory  Administration’s  Region  V  Office 
of  Petroleum  Operations  on  November  21, 
1979.  The  November  21  Orders  assigned  the 
firms  as  base  period  suppliers  of  motor 
gasoline  to  U.S.  Oil  Company.  Each  Rrm  was 
directed  to  provide  U.S.  Oil  with 
approximately  3.8  million  gallons  of  gasoline 
annually.  In  considering  the  Hrm’s  stay 
requests,  the  DOE  concluded  that  the 
applicants  had  failed  to  demonstrate  that  the 
criteria  for  approval  of  a  stay  were  met.  The 
DOE  also  found  that  the  public  interest  would 
best  be  served  if  the  Rrms  continue  to 
provide  U.S.  Oil  with  motor  gasoline  pending 
a  determination  of  their  Appeals.  However, 
the  DOE  also  concluded  that  the  Assignment 
Orders  failed  to  address  comments  submitted 
by  the  applicants  opposing  their  selection  as 
new  base  period  suppliers  to  U.S.  Oil. 
Accordingly,  the  DOE  directed  the  Office  of 
Petroleum  Operations,  Region  V  to  consider 
these  comments  and  to  issue  Revised 
Assignment  Orders  to  the  firms  involved. 

Slant/Fin  Corporation,  Greenvale,  N.  Y.,  BST- 
0704,  BES-0704,  Test  Procedures 
Slant/Fin  Corporation  Tiled  Applications 
for  Stay  and  Temporary  Stay  of  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  430.  In  those 
Applications  the  firm  requested  that  it  not  be 
required  to  perform  energy  efficiency  test 
procedures  on  packaged  terminal  air 
conditioners  that  it  manufactures.  In 
considering  the  requests,  the  DOE  determined 
that  Slant/Fin  might  suffer  signiflcant 
Hnancial  injury  in  the  absence  of  stay  relief 
and  that  Slant/Fin  had  demonstrated  a 
likelihood  of  success  on  the  merits  of  its 
exception  request.  (Case  No.  BEE-0704).  The 
Slant/Fin  stay  request  was  therefore  granted. 

Request  for  Temporary  Stay 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration, 

Washington,  D.C.,  BST-0049,  Crude  Oil 
The  Economic  Regulatory  Administration 
of  the  Department  of  Energy  (ERA)  Bled  an 
Application  for  Temporary  Stay  of  certain 
provisions  of  a  Decision  and  Order  issued  to 
Industrial  Fuel  and  Asphalt  of  Indiana,  Inc. 
(IFAI)  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
(OHA)  on  December  14, 1979.  Industrial  Fuel 
and  Asphalt  of  Indiana,  Inc.,  5  DOE  Par. 


- (December  14, 1979).  In  that 

determination,  the  OHA  remanded  an  ERA 
Decision  and  Order  issued  to  IFAI  on  May  16, 
1979,  which  had  in  substantial  part  denied 
IFAI's  request  for  an  emergency  allocation  of 
crude  oil.  The  OHA  determination  was  based 
in  part  on  the  Ending  that  the  regulations  did 
not  permit  the  ERA  to  calculate  the  amount  of 
crude  oil  to  be  provided  to  IFAI  on  the  basis 
of  95  percent  of  the  national  utilization  rate 
times  IFAI’s  base  period  runs  to  stills.  In  its 
Application  for  Temporary  Stay,  the  ERA 
contended  that  the  regulations  did  permit 
such  a  calculation.  The  ERA  indicated  that  it 
intended  to  file  a  Petition  for  Reconsideration 
of  the  December  14, 1979  OHA  determination. 
In  considering  the  ERA  temporary  stay 
request,  the  OHA  observed  that  a  strong 
policy  foundation  appeared  to  exist  for  the 
ERA  position  and  there  might  be 
considerable  confusion  on  the  part  of  other 
reffners  should  the  present  request  be  denied. 
The  Temporary  Stay  was  therefore  granted. 

Special  Refund  Procedures 

Office  of  Enforcement,  Washington,  D.C., 
BFF-0004,  Crude  Oil 

The  Office  of  Enforcement  of  the  ERA  Bled 
a  Petition  for  the  Implementation  of  Special 
Refund  Procedures  in  connection  with  a 
Consent  Order  executed  by  the  ERA  and 
Delta  Refming  Company.  In  its  Petition,  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  requested  that  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  adopt  special 
procedures  for  administering  an  escrow  fund 
established  pursuant  to  the  Consent  Order.  In 
considering  the  request,  the  DOE  found  that 
in  view  of  the  small  size  of  the  refund 
amount,  the  proceeding  was  not  appropriate 
for  the  implementation  of  Subpart  V 
procedures.  Accordingly,  the  Office  of 
Enforcement’s  Petition  was  denied. 

Supplemental  Order 
Union  Oil  Company  of  California,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif,  BEX-0029,  Crude  Oil 

The  DOE  issued  a  Supplemental  Order  to 
the  Union  Oil  Company  of  California  in 
which  it  found  that  the  exception  relief 
previously  approved  for  the  Brm  should  be 
extended  through  February  29, 1980.  The 
determination  was  based  on  the  DOE’s 
finding  that  additional  exception  relief  was 
necessary  in  order  to  alleviate  the  unfair 
distribution  of  burdens  that  Union  had  been 
found  to  be  experiencing  under  the  DOE 
Regulations. 

Interim  Orders 

City  of  Long  Beach,  Calif,  Long  Beach,  Calif, 
BEN-0341,  crude  oil 

On  January  11, 1980,  the  City  of  Long 
Beach,  California  requested  that  it  be 
permitted  to  implement  immediately  the  relief 
speciBed  in  an  exception  Decision  that  was 
issued  to  the  City  in  proposed  form  on 
December  21, 1979.  In  considering  the 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  level  of 
exception  relief  granted  the  Brm  in  the 
Proposed  Decision  will  only  be  increased  if 
its  objections  are  sustained.  The  City’s 
request  was  therefore  granted. 

The  following  Brms  were  granted  Interim 
Exception  relief  which  implements  the  relief 


which  the  DOE  proposed  to  grant  in  an  order 
issued  on  the  same  date  as  the  Interim  Order. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Groveland  Sales  &  Service,  DEN-5620, 
Abington,  MA. 

Payne’s  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  DEN-2431,  Clearwater, 
FL. 

Servando  Enriquez,  DEN-7475,  Dos  Palos, 

CA. 

Twin  State  Oil  Co.,  BEN-0016,  Tabor  City, 

NC. 

FS  Services,  Inc.,  BEN-0274,  Bloomington,  IL 
Protective  Orders 

The  following  fums  Bled  Applications  for 
Protective  Orders.  The  applications,  if '  ’’ 
granted,  would  result  in  the  issuance  by  the 
DOE  of  the  proposed  Protective  Order 
submitted  by  the  Brm.  The  DOE  granted  the 
following  applications  and  issued  the 
requested  I^otective  Order  as  an  Order  of  the 
Department  of  Energy; 

Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Energy  Coop.,  Inc.,  BE)-0017,  Wash.,  DC. 
Texaco,  Inc.,  BED-0025,  Stamford,  CT. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 
The  following  Brms  Bled  Applications  for 
Exception,  Temporary  Exception,  Stay, 
and/or  Temporary  Stay  B'om  the  provisions 
of  the  Motor  Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations. 
The  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  the  firms’  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  Decisions 
and  Orders  which  determined  that  the 
requests  be  denied. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Bar  Harbour  Service,  DEO-0340, 

Massapequa,  NY. 

Bob’s  Autotorium,  DEE-4668,  Whitaker,  PA. 
Rudolph  Sutton  t/a  Sutton’s  Gulf,  DEO-0317, 
Lowellville,  OH. 

Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
without  prejudice  to  reBling  at  a  later  date: 

Name  and  Case  No. 

A.  C.  Gas  Co.,  DEE-6887. 

Allan  Automatic  Sprinkler  Corp.,  DEE-5578; 
DES-5578. 

Campbell  Oil  Co.,  DEE-5127:  DES-5127:  DST- 
5127. 

Crenshaw  Oil  Co.,  DEE-6635. 

FS  Services,  Inc.,  BEL-0274. 

McCart  Gulf  Tire  Store,  DEE-6712;  DES-6712. 
Yerby  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  DEE-4575:  DES-4575; 
DST-4575. 

Bi-Rite  Pet.,  Ltd.,  DEE-6675. 

Globe  Oil  Co.,  DEE-4537. 

Maurice  L.  Brown  Co.,  DRO-0240. 

Red  Triangle  Oil  Co.,  DRO-0213. 

Saddleback  Self  Service,  DEE-4556. 

Suffolk  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  BEE-0542. 

Tire  World  of  Old  Bridge,  Inc.,  DEO-0327. 
Yates  Stores,  Inc.,  DES-3091:  DST-3091. 
Arkansas  Big  A  Truck  Stop,  DEE-7643. 

Bridge  St.  Gulf.  DEE-7022. 

Central  City  Shell.  DXE-8126. 

Eugene  Johnson,  DEE-7677. 

Texaco,  Inc.,  DEA-0609. 

U.S.  Oil  Co..  BEL-0002. 
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Ally’s  Texaco.  DEE-6716:  DEE-6717. 

Bill  &  Mike's  Amoco,  DEE-7798. 

Frank  Bower  Chevron,  DES-5906. 

Haines  Gulf,  BRO-0123. 

Glass  Oil  Co..  Inc.,  DEE-5128:  DES-5128: 
DST-5128. 

)oe  Rayl,  Inc.,  BEE-0327. 

Exxon  Pet.  Products,  DEE-6489. 

Las  Vegas  Baggage  Service,  DEE-5039. 
Norman  E.  Whitney,  Inc.,  DEE-7428. 

T.  J.  DuBose,  DEE-2406. 

Union  Oil  of  Cal.,  DEH-0557. 

Universal  Atlas  Cement,  BEO-0277. 

Womack  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  DEE-6049. 
Mobil  Oil  Corp.,  BES-0083:  BST-0083. 

Total  Pet.,  Inc.,  BES-0101:  BST-0101. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Decisions  and  Orders  are  available  in 
the  Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 
2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
e.s.t,,  except  Federal  holidays.  They  are 
also  available  in  Energy  Management: 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 
reporter  system, 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
March  10. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80.8646  Filed  3-20-80:  8:45  am] 
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Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  February  1 1  through  February 
15, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
period  February  11  through  February  15, 
1980,  the  Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders 
which  are  summarized  below  were 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
with  regard  to  Applications  for 
Exception  which  had  been  filed  with 
that  Office. 

Under  the  procedures  which  govern 
the  filing  and  consideration  of  exception 
applications  (10  CFR,  Part  205,  Subpart 
D),  any  person  who  will  be  aggrieved  by 
the  issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  in  final  form  may  file  a 
written  Notice  of  Objection  within  ten 
days  of  service.  For  purposes  of  those 
regulations,  the  date  of  service  of  notice 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  (March  21, 
1980)  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice, 
whichever  occurs  first.  The  applicable 
procedures  also  specify  that  if  a  Notice 
of  Objection  is  not  received  from  any 
aggrieved  party  within  the  time  period 
specified  in  the  regulations,  the  party 
will  be  deemed  to  consent  to  the 
issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  in  final  form.  Any  aggrieved  party 
that  wishes  to  contest  any  finding  or 


conclusion  contained  in  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  must  also  file  a 
detailed  Statement  of  Objections  within 
30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order.  In  that 
Statement  of  Objections  an  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  of  fact  or 
law  contained  in  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  which  it  intends  to  contest  in 
any  further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hours  of 
1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  e.s.t.,  except 
federal  holidays. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
March  12, 1980. 

Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
Asamera  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.,  Denver,  Colo.  DEE- 
0018-23,  Crude  Oil 

Asamera  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  at 
market  prices  a  certain  portion  of  the  crude 
oil  produced  for  the  benefit  of  the  working 
interest  owners  from  six  properties  located  in 
Duchesne  County,  Utah.  On  February  19, 

1979,  the  Department  of  Energy  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  in  which  it 
tentatively  determined  that  exception  relief 
should  be  granted  in  part. 

Ashland  Oil,  Inc.,  Ashland,  Kentucky,  BEE- 
0373,  BSG-0007,  Crude  Oil 
Ashland  Oil,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  and  a  Petition  for  Special  Redress 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
requests,  if  granted,  would  assign  other 
suppliers  to  sell  crude  oil  to  Ashland  to 
replace  crude  oil  supplies  previously 
obtained  from  Iran.  On  February  11, 1980,  the 
DOE  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
Ashland  requests  should  be  granted  in  part. 
Biofuel,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C.,  BEE-0077, 
Gasohol 

Biofuel,  Inc.  filed  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
211,  Subpart  F.  The  exception  requests,  if 
granted,  would  permit  Biofuel  to  receive  an 
increased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor 
gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 
On  February  12, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  requests  should  be  denied. 

Coggin  Oil  Co.,  Caraway,  Ark.,  BEE-0400, 
Gasohol 

Coggin  Oil  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
Part  211,  Subpart  F.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  Coggin  to  receive  an 
increased  allocation  of  unleaded  motor 
gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 


On  February  12, 1980,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  denied. 

Geib  Oil  Co.,  Martin,  Mich.,  BEE-0397, 
Gasohol 

Geib  Oil  Company  Rled  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part 
211,  Subpart  F,  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an 
increased  allocation  of  imleaded  motor 
gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 
On  February  15, 19W,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  granted  in  part. 
Miles  Farm  Supply,  Inc.,  Owensboro,  Ky., 
BEE-0089,  Gasohol 
Miles  Farm  Supply,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  Subpart  F.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
receive  an  increased  allocation  of  unleaded 
motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending 
gasohol.  On  February  13, 1980,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  the  exception  request  should 
be  granted. 

Tropicana  Petroleum,  Ltd.,  Paramount,  Calif, 
BEE-0426,  Gasohol 
Tropicana  Petroleum,  Ltd.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  Subpart  F.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
receive  an  increased  allocation  of  unleaded 
gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending  gasohol. 
On  February  12, 19W,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 
in  which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  denied. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 
The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms’  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  'The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
granted. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 

Petroleum  Products,  DEE-2888,  Wash.,  DC. 
Stockman  Oil  Two.  DEE-6101,  DEE-7909, 
Greenwood,  SC. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 
The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms’  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
denied. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Aire  Sheet  Metal,  Inc.,  DEE-5794,  Redwood 
City,  CA. 

Anthony  Alfano  Serv.,  DEE-5228,  Garden 
City  Pk..  NY. 
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CAF  Industries,  DEE-5235,  Phoenix,  AZ. 

Crossroads  Gulf,  DEE-7619,  Amherst,  VA. 

Cuimingham  Oil  Co.,  DEE-3490,  Columbus, 
GA. 

Dick's  Hilltio  Arco,  DEE-7069,  Moses  Lake, 
WA. 

Ernie’s  Gen.  Store,  DEE-6330,  Stockton,  CA. 

Hawthorne  Lane  Shell,  DEE-7403,  Charlotte, 
NC. 

Haywood  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  DEE-6842, 
Waynesville,  NC. 

Henderson  Oil  Co.,  DEE-4967,  Henderson, 
KY. 

Henkel’s  Arco,  DEE-4203,  Benicia,  CA. 

Highland  1%.  Exxon,  DEE-7583,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA. 

Mim’s  Oil  Co.,  DEE-6259,  Paonia,  CO. 

Norwalk  Currie  Tire  Co.,  Inc.,  DEE-7714, 
Norwalk,  CT. 

Palos  Verdes  Standard,  DEE-6653,  Denver, 
CO. 

Plaza  Car  Wash,  DEE-6095,  Campbell,  CA. 

Slattery’s  Standard,  DEE-3322,  Elm  Grove, 

Wl. 

Stevens  Oil  Co.,  DEE-5785,  Las  Vegas,  NM. 

Tripp  Street  Chevron,  DEE-7199,  Americus, 
GA. 

Tuner  Up  of  Boston,  BEE-0055,  Belmont,  MA. 

Wo  Wo  Wash,  DEE-4573,  San  Fran.,  CA. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8647  Filed  3-20-80;  a-45  am] 
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Issuance  of  Proposed  Decisions  and 
Orders;  February  18  through  February 
22, 1980 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during  the 
period  February  18,  through  February  22, 
1980,  the  Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders 
which  are  simunarized  below  were 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  of  the  Department  of  Energy 
widi  regard  to  Applications  for 
Exception  which  had  been  filed  with 
that  Office. 

Under  the  procedures  which  govern 
the  filing  and  consideration  of  exception 
applications  (10  CFR  Part  205,  Subpart 
D),  any  person  who  will  be  aggrieved  by 
the  issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  in  final  form  may  file  a 
written  Notice  of  Objection  within  ten 
days  of  service.  For  purposes  of  those 
relations,  the  date  of  service  of  notice 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  (March  21, 
1980)  or  the  date  of  receipt  by  an 
aggrieved  person  of  actual  notice, 
whichever  occurs  first.  The  applicable 
procedures  also  specify  that  if  a  Notice 
of  Objection  is  not  received  fi'om  any 
aggrieved  party  within  the  time  period 
specified  in  the  regulations,  the  party 
will  be  deemed  to  consent  to  the 
issuance  of  the  Proposed  Decision  and 
Order  in  final  form.  Any  aggrieved  party 
that  wishes  to  contest  any  finding  or 
conclusion  contained  in  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  must  also  file  a 
detailed  Statement  of  Objections  within 


30  days  of  the  date  of  service  of  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order.  In  that 
Statement  of  Objections  an  aggrieved 
party  must  specify  each  issue  or  fact  or 
law  contained  in  the  Proposed  Decision 
and  Order  which  it  intends  to  contest  in 
any  further  proceeding  involving  the 
exception  matter. 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  are 
available  in  the  Public  Docket  Room  of 
the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals, 
Room  B-120,  2000  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20461,  Monday 
through  Friday,  between  the  hoiu-s  of  1 
p.m.  and  5  p.m.  e.s.t.,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
March  12, 1980. 

Proposed  Decision  and  Orders 
Big  D&W  Refining  &  Solvents  Co.,  Inc.,  Van 
Buren,  Ark.,  DEE-7895,  gasohol 
Big  D&W  Refining  and  Solvents  Company, 
Inc.  filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR,  Part  211,  Subpart  F. 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
result  in  an  Order  assigning  to  the  firm  a 
supplier  and  base  period  volume  of  imleaded 
motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending 
gasohol.  On  February  19, 1980,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  the  exception  request  should 
be  granted. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  Liberty  County,  Tex.,  BEE- 
0695  crude  oil 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR, 
part  212,  Subpart  D.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  sell  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices  a  certain  portion  of 
the  crude  oil  produced  for  the  benefit  of  the 
working  interest  owners  from  the  Kirby  Lease 
located  in  Liberty  Coimty,  Texas.  On 
February  20, 1980,  the  DOE  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted  in  part. 

Laketon  Asphalt  Refining  Co.,  Evansville, 

Ind„  BEE-0583  crude  oil 
Laketon  Asphalt  Refining  Company  filed 
an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Entitlements  Program,  10 
CFR  211.67.  The  exception  request,  if  granted, 
would  relieve  the  firm  of  its  entitlements 
purchase  obligations  during  the  period  March 
1980  through  August  1980.  On  February  22, 
1980,  the  Department  of  Energy  issued  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  in  which  it 
tentatively  determined  that  the  exception 
request  should  be  granted  in  part. 

Linn  Co-Operative  Oil  Co.,  Marion,  Iowa, 
DEE-6369,  gasohol 

Linn  Co-operative  Oil  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.9.  The  exception  request,  if 
granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to  receive  an 
increased  allocation  of  both  leaded  and 
unleaded  motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of 
blending  gasohol.  On  February  20, 1980,  the 


Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  the  exception  request  should 
be  granted  in  part. 

Lohr  Petroleum  Co.,  Columbus,  Nebr.,  BEE- 
0432,  gasohol 

Lohr  Petroleum  Company,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211,  Subpart  F.  The  exception 
request,  if  granted,  would  permit  the  firm  to 
receive  an  increased  allocation  of  unleaded 
motor  gasoline  for  the  purpose  of  blending 
gasohol.  On  February  20, 1980,  the 
Department  of  Energy  issued  a  Proposed 
Decision  and  Order  in  which  it  tentatively 
determined  that  the  exception  request  should 
be  granted  in  part. 

Thriftway  Co.,  Farmington,  New  Mex.,  DEE- 
5535,  crude  oil 

Thriftway  Company  filed  an  Application 
for  Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Crude  Oil  Buy/Sell  Program.  10  CFR  211.65. 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
permit  the  firm  to  participate  in  the  Crude  Oil 
Buy /Sell  Program  as  a  refiner-buyer.  On 
February  20, 1980,  the  Department  of  Energy 
issued  a  Proposed  Decison  and  Order  in 
which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  denied. 

Western  Refining  Co.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
BEE-0263,  crude  oil 
Western  Refining  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  ^e  Entitlements  Program,  10  CFR  211.67. 
The  exception  request,  if  granted,  would 
prospectively  relieve  the  firm  of  a  portion  of 
its  entitlements  purchase  obligations.  On 
February  21, 1980,  the  Department  of  Enei^ 
issued  a  Proposed  Decison  and  Order  in 
which  it  tentatively  determined  that  the 
exception  request  should  be  denied. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocations  Regulations 
The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
exception  requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in 
an  increase  in  the  firms’  based  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued 
Proposed  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  exception  requests  be 
denied. 

Company  Name,  Case  No.,  and  Location 
Bill  Young’s  Park  Avenue  Service,  DEE-5134, 
Redlands,  CA. 

Fischer’s  Service,  DEE-7418,  DES-7418, 
Cranston,  RI. 

Lally’s  Chevron,  DEE-3756,  Tuckerton,  NJ. 
Munford,  Inc.,  DEE-4516,  Atlanta,  GA. 
Ravenworth  Texaco,  DEE-6274,  Annadale, 

VA. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8648  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOC  64S0-01-M 


Office  of  the  Special  Counsel  for 
Compliance 

Standard  Oil  Co.  (Ohio);  Action  Taken 
on  Consent  Order 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 
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action:  Action  taken  on  Consent  Order 
with  Standard  Oil  Company  (Ohio). 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  205.199j(c)  the 
Office  of  the  Special  Counsel  (OSC)  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  hereby  gives 
notice  of  final  action  taken  on  a  Consent 
Order. 

On  January  10, 1980  OSC  published 
Notice  of  a  Consent  Order  which  was 
executed  between  Standard  Oil 
Company  (Ohio)  [Sohio]  and  OSC.  (45 
FR  2081  (January  10, 1980)). 

With  that  Notice,  and  in  accordance 
with  10  CFR  205.199j(c),  OSC  invited 
interested  persons  to  comment  on  the 
Consent  Order  by  submission  of  written 
responses  on  or  before  4:30  p.m.  CST, 
February,  9, 1980. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  comment 
period,  no  comments  had  been  received 
with  respect  to  the  Consent  Order. 
Therefore,  OSC  has  concluded  that  the 
Consent  Order  as  executed  between 
OSC  and  Sohio  is  an  appropriate 
resolution  of  the  compliance 
proceedings  described  in  the  Notice 
published  on  January  10, 1980,  and 
hereby  gives  notice  that  the  Consent 
Order  shall  become  effective  as 
proposed,  without  modihcation,  March 
21, 1980. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  10th  day 
of  March,  1980. 

Paul  L  Bloom, 

Special  Counsel  for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8643  Filed  3-20-80;  a-45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  1441-8] 

Ambient  Air  Monitoring  Reference  and 
Equivalent  Methods;  Amendment  to 
Reference  Method  for  Ozone 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  EPA,  in 
accordance  with  40  CFR  Part  53  (40  FR 
7044,  February  18, 1975),  has  approved 
an  additional  option  (Ethylene/COa 
blend  reactant  gas)  to  Os  reference 
method  number  RFOA-01 76-007  (41  FR 
5145,  February  4, 1976).  While  the 
designation  number  of  the  method 
remains  the  same,  the  method 
identification  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

RFOA-0176-007  “Bendix  Model  8002 
Ozone  Analyzer,”  operated  on  the  0-0.5 
ppm  range,  with  a  40  second  time 
constant  setting,  and  with  or  without 
any  on  the  following  options: 

A — Rack  mounting  with  chassis 
slides. 

B — Rack  mounting  without  chassis 
slides. 

C — Zero  and  span  timer. 


D — Ethylene/COs  blend  reactant  gas. 

This  method  is  available  from  The 
Bendix  Corporation,  Process 
Instruments  Division,  Post  Office 
Drawer  831,  Lewisburg,  West  Virginia 
24901. 

This  change  is  made  in  accordance 
with  40  CFR  53.14  and  is  based  on 
additional  information  and  test  data 
submitted  by  the  applicant  subsequent 
to  the  original  designation.  The  new 
information  will  be  kept  on  Hie  at  the 
address  shown  below  and  will  be 
available  for  inspection  to  the  extent 
consistent  with  40  CFR  Part  2  (EPA’s 
regulations  implementing  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act). 

Additional  information  concerning  the 
use  of  this  designated  method  may  be 
obtained  from  the  original  Notice  of 
Designation  (41  FR  5145,  February  4, 
1976)  or  by  writing  to:  Director, 
Environmental  Monitoring  Systems 
Laboratory,  Department  E  (MD-77),  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Research  Triangle  Park,  North  Carolina 
27711.  Technical  questions  concerning 
the  method  should  be  directed  to  the 
manufacturer. 

Stephen  J.  Gage, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Research  and 
Development. 

March  14, 1980. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8680  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  6S60^)1-M 


[FRL  1442-3] 

National  Air  Pollution  Control 
Techniques  Advisory  Committee; 
Open  Meeting 

Under  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  National  Air 
Pollution  Control  Techniques  Advisory 
Committee  will  be  held  at  9:00  a.m.  on 
April  16  and  17, 1980,  at  the  Hotel 
Hilton,  1707  Hillsborough  Street, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27605.  The 
commercial  telephone  niunber  is  (919) 
828-0811. 

The  tentative  agenda  for  the  meeting 
is  as  follows: 

April  16  (Wednesday) — 9K)0  a.m. 

Volatile  Organic  Chemical  Fugitive 
Emissions  in  the  Synthetic  Organic 
Chemical  Manufacturing  Industry,  New 
Source  Performance  Standard;  Benzene- 
Fugitive  Emissions,  National  Emission 
Standard  for  Hazardous  Air  Pollutants. 

April  17  (Thursday) — 8:30  a.m. 

Benzene-Fugitive  Emissions 
(continued  if  necessary);  Benzene 
Emissions  from  Benzene  Storage  Tanks, 
National  Emission  Standard  for 
Hazardous  Air  Pollutants;  Adjourn. 


All  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
Anyone  wishing  to  make  a  presentation 
should  contact  Mrs.  Mary  Jane  Clark  at 
the  Emission  Standards  and  Engineering 
Division  (MD-13),  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  North  Carolina  27711,  by  April  11, 
1980.  The  commercial  telephone  number 
is  (919)  541-5271,  and  the  FTS  number  is 
629-5271. 

Dockets  containing  material  relevant 
to  the  volatile  organic  chemical  fugitive 
emissions  in  the  synthetic  organic 
chemical  manufacturing  industry 
(Docket  Number  A-79-32),  benzene 
fugitive  emissions  (Docket  Number  A- 
79-27),  and  benzene  emissions  from 
benzene  storage  tanks  (Docket  Number 
A-80-14)  rulemaking  are  located  in  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Central  Docket  Section,  Room  2903B,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
The  dockets  may  be  inspected  between 
8:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.  on  weekdays, 
and  a  reasonable  fee  may  be  charged  for 
copying. 

Dated:  March  14, 1980. 

David  G.  Hawkins, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Air,  Noise, 
and  Radiation. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8679  Filed  3-20-80;  8;45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  S560-01-M 


[FRL  1441-3;  80T-90] 

Polymer  Formed  From  Phenol 
Formaldehyde  Resin  and  DIazo 
Oxonaphthalene  Sulfonyl  Chloride; 
Premanufacture  Exemption 
Application 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Section  5(a)(1)(A)  of  the 
Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA) 
requires  any  person  intending  to 
manufacture  or  import  a  new  chemical 
substance  for  a  commercial  purpose  in 
the  United  States  to  submit  a 
premanufacture  notice  (PMN)  to  EPA  at 
least  90  days  before  he  commences  such 
manufacture  or  import.  Under  section 
5(h)  the  Agency  may,  upon  application, 
exempt  any  person  from  any 
requirement  of  section  5  to  permit  such 
person  to  manufacture  or  process  a 
chemical  for  test  marketing  purposes. 
Section  5(h)(6)  requires  EPA  to  issue  a 
notice  of  receipt  of  any  such  application 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
This  notice  announces  receipt  of  an 
application  for  an  exemption  from  the 
premanufacture  reporting  requirements 
for  test  marketing  purposes  on  the 
chemical  substance  polymer  formed 
from  phenol  formaldehyde  resin  and 
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resin  oxonaphthalene  sulfonyl  chloride 
and  requests  comments  on  the 
appropriateness  of  granting  the 
exemption. 

DATES:  The  Agency  must  either  approve 
or  deny  this  application  by  April  5, 1980. 
Persons  should  submit  written 
comments  on  the  application  no  later 
than  April  7, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Ofhce  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.  SW.,  Washington, 

D.C.  20460,  202-755-8050. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kirk  Maconaughey,  Premanufacturing 
Review  Division  (1^794),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  202- 
426-2601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
Section  5  of  TSCA,  any  person  who 
intends  to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  commercial 
purposes  in  the  United  States  must 
submit  a  notice  to  EPA  before 
manufactiu'e  or  import  begins.  A  "new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  chemical 
substance  that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of 
existing  chemical  substances  compiled 
by  EPA  under  Section  8(b)  of  TSCA. 

EPA  first  published  the  Initial  Inventory 
on  June  1, 1979.  Notice  of  availability  of 
the  Initial  Inventory  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  15, 1979  (44 
FR  28558).  The  requirement  to  submit  a 
PMN  for  new  chemical  substances 
manufactmed  or  imported  for 
commercial  purposes  became  effective 
on  July  1, 1979. 

Section  5(a)(1)  requires  each  PMN  to 
be  submitted  in  accordance  with  section 
5(d)  and  any  applicable  requirement  of 
section  5(b).  Section  5(d)(1)  defines  the 
contents  of  a  PMN.  Section  5(b)(1) 
contains  additional  reporting 
requirements  for  chemical  substances 
that  are  subject  to  testing  rules  under 
section  4.  Section  5(b)(2)  requires 
additional  information  in  PMN’s  for 
substances  which  EPA,  by  rules  under 
section  5(b)(4),  has  determined  may 
present  unreasonable  risks  of  injury  to 
health  or  the  environment. 

Section  5(h),  "Exemptions,”  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  fi'om 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  fi'om  any  requirement  of 
section  5(a)  or  section  5(b)  to  permit  the 
persons  to  manufacture  or  process  a 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  such  an  exemption, 
the  Agency  must  find  that  the  test 
marketing  activities  will  not  present  any 


unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  the  Agency 
must  publish  a  notice  of  its  disposition 
in  the  Federal  Register.  If  EPA  grants  a 
test  marketing  exemption,  it  may  impose 
restrictions  on  the  test  marketing 
activities. 

Under  section  5(h)(6),  EPA  must 
publish  in  the  Federsd  Register  a  notice 
of  receipt  of  an  application  under 
section  5(h)(1)  immediately  after  the 
Agency  receives  the  application.  The 
notice  identifies,  and  briefly  describes, 
the  application  (subject  to  section  14 
confidentiality  restrictions)  and  gives 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  it  and  whether  EPA  should 
grant  the  exemption.  Because  the 
Agency  must  act  on  the  application 
within  45  days,  interested  persons 
should  provide  comments  within  15  days 
after  the  notice  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

EPA  has  proposed  Premanufacture 
Notification  Requirements  and  Review 
Procedures  published  in  the  Federal 
Registers  of  January  10, 1979  (44  FR 
2242)  and  October  16, 1979  (44  FR  59764) 
containing  proposed  premanufacture 
rules  and  notice  forms.  Proposed  40  CFR 
720.15  (44  FR  2268)  would  implement 
section  5(h)(1)  concerning  exemptions 
for  test  marketing  and  includes 
proposed  40  CFR  720.15(c)  concerning 
the  section  5(h)(6)  Federal  Register 
notice.  However,  these  requirements  are 
not  yet  in  effect.  In  the -meantime,  EPA 
has  published  a  statement  of  Interim 
Policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28564)  which 
applies  to  PMN’s  submitted  prior  to^ 
promulgation  of  the  rules  and  notice 
forms. 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  a  summary  of 
the  data  taken  fi'om  the  Test  Marketing 
Exemption  is  issued  below. 

TM  80-14. 

Close  of  Review  Period.  April  5, 1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential.  Generic  name  provided: 
Polymer  formed  from  phenol 
formaldehyde  resin  and  diazo 
oxonaphthalene  sulfonyl  chloride. 

Data.  The  following  summary  is  taken 
firom  data  submitted  by  the 
manufacturer  in  support  of  claims  made 
in  the  test  marketing  exemption 
application. ' 

Use.  Claimed  confidential.  Five 
kilograms  will  be  manufactured  for  test 
marketing  purposes.  The  test  market 
will  be  conducted  beginning  in  mid  April 
through  June,  1980. 


Health  Environmental  Effects.  The 
health  hazards  associated  with  the 
manufacfore,  processing,  and  end-use  of 
the  substance  are  expected  to  be 
minimal.  The  results  of  toxicological  and 
environmental  testing  will  be  submitted 
with  a  premanufacture  notice  at  a  later 
date 

Exposure. 

During  manufacturing.  One  employee 
will  be  exposed  to  the  raw  materials  for 
up  to  hour  when  introducing  these 
materials  into  the  reaction  vessel.  This 
same  employee  will  be  exposed  to  the 
dry  solid  for  up  to  hour  when 
removing  and  handling  the  chemical 
prior  to  packaging. 

During  processing.  One  person  will  be 
exposed  to  the  solid  when  it  is  dissolved 
in  an  appropriate  solvent  prior  to 
addition  to  coating  solutions.  One 
employee  will  be  exposed  for  up  to  one 
hour  to  the  coating  solution  during  the 
clean-up  of  the  coating  operation. 

Customer/ employee  exposiu'e  will  be 
minimal  and  is  limited  to  handling  a  dry 
film  containing  about  25  milligrams  of 
the  chemical  substance  per  square  foot. 
The  substance  will  be  located  between 
coatings  of  other  material  and  will  not 
result  in  direct  exposure.  Disposition  of 
the  residual  portions  of  the  product 
containing  this  chemical  substance  will 
be  in  accordance  with  local 
environmental  standards  for  the 
industry.  It  is  estimated  that  about  12 
parts  per  million  (ppm)  of  the  chemical 
will  be  contained  in  the  effluent. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
April  7, 1980,  submit  to  the  Document 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Rm.  E-447, 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  written  comments  regarding 
this  notice.  Three  copies  of  all  comments 
shall  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  single  copies  of 
comments.  The  comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  document  control 
number  "[80T-90]”.  Comments  received 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  between 
9:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 

Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

John  P.  DeKany, 

Deputy  Assistant  A  dministrator  for  Chemical 
Control. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8682  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 
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[FRL  1441-2;  80T-91] 

Salt  of:  Polymer  of  4-Substituted 
DIphenylamine  Formaldehyde  and 
Polymer  of  5-Sub8tituted-1,3- 
Benzenedicarboxylate,  1,4- 
Cyclohexanedlmethanol,  Ethylene 
Glycol,  c-Caprolactone,  Tolylene- 
2,4,Dlioscyanate,  and  2-Butenedlolc 
Acid;  Premanufacture  Exemption 
Application 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a](l)(A]  of  the 
Toxic  Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA) 
requires  any  person  intending  to 
manufacture  or  import  a  new  chemical 
substance  for  a  commercial  purpose  in 
the  United  States  to  submit  a 
premanufacture  notice  (PMN)  to  EPA  at 
least  90  days  before  he  commences  such 
manufacture  or  import.  Under  section 
5(h)  the  Agency  may,  upon  application, 
exempt  any  person  from  any 
requirement  of  section  5  to  permit  such 
person  to  manufacture  or  process  a 
chemical  for  test  marketing  purposes. 
Section  5(h)(6)  requires  EPA  to  issue  a 
notice  of  receipt  of  any  such  application 
for  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
This  notice  announces  receipt  of  an 
application  for  an  exemption  from  the 
premanufacture  reporting  requirements 
for  test  marketing  purposes  on  the 
chemical  substance  salt  of:  Polymer  of  4- 
substituted  diphenylamine 
formaldehyde  and  polymer  of  5- 
substituted-l,3-benzenedicarboxylate, 
1,4-cyclohexanedimethanol,  ethylene 
glycol,  c-caprolactone,  tolylene-2,4- 
diioscyanate,  and  2-butenedioic  acid 
and  requests  comments  on  the 
appropriateness  of  granting  the 
exemption. 

DATES:  The  Agency  must  either  approve 
or  deny  this  application  by  April  5, 1980. 
Persons  should  submit  written 
comments  on  the  application  no  later 
than  April  17, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Document  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington, 

D.C.  20460,  202-755-8050. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kirk  Maconaughey,  Premanufacturing 
Review  Division  (TS-794),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St:,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  202- 
426-2601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
Section  5  of  TSCA,  any  person  who 
intends  to  manufacture  or  import  a  new 
chemical  substance  for  commercial 


purposes  in  the  United  States  must 
submit  a  notice  to  EPA  before 
manufacture  or  import  begins.  A  “new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  chemical 
substance  that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of 
existing  chemical  substances  compiled 
by  EPA  under  section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA 
first  published  the  Initial  Inventory  on 
June  1, 1979.  Notice  of  availability  of  the 
Initial  Inventory  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  15, 1979  (44  FR 
28558).  The  requirement  to  submit  a 
PMN  for  new  chemical  substances 
manufactured  or  imported  for 
commercial  purposes  became  effective 
on  July  1, 1979. 

Section  5(a)(1)  requires  each  PMN  to 
be  submitted  in  accordance  with  section 
5(d)  and  any  applicable  requirement  of 
section  5(b).  Section  5(d)(1)  defines  the 
contents  of  a  PMN.  Section  5(b)(1) 
contains  additional  reporting 
requirements  for  chemical  substances 
that  are  subject  to  testing  rules  under 
section  4.  Section  5(b)(2)  requires 
additional  information  in  PMN’s  for 
substances  which  EPA,  by  rules  under 
section  5(b)(4),  has  determined  may 
present  unreasonable  risks  of  injury  to 
health  or  the  environment. 

Section  5(h),  “Exemptions,”  contains 
several  provisions  for  exemptions  from 
some  or  all  of  the  requirements  of 
section  5.  In  particular,  section  5(h)(1) 
authorizes  EPA,  upon  application,  to 
exempt  persons  from  any  requirement  of 
section  5(a)  or  section  5(b)  to  permit  the 
persons  to  manufacture  or  process  a 
chemical  substance  for  test  marketing 
purposes.  To  grant  such  an  exemption, 
the  Agency  must  find  that  the  test 
marketing  activities  will  not  present  any 
unreasonable  risk  of  injury  to  health  or 
the  environment.  EPA  must  either 
approve  or  deny  the  application  within 
45  days  of  its  receipt,  and  the  Agency 
must  publish  a  notice  of  its  disposition 
in  the  Federal  Register.  If  EPA  grants  a 
test  marketing  exemption,  it  may  impose 
restrictions  on  the  test  marketing 
activities. 

Under  section  5(h)(6),  EPA  must 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register  a  notice 
of  receipt  of  an  application  under 
section  5(h)(1)  immediately  after  the 
Agency  receives  the  application.  The 
notice  identifies,  and  briefly  describes, 
the  application  (subject  to  section  14 
confidentiality  restrictions)  and  gives 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
comment  on  it  and  whether  EPA  should 
grant  the  exemption.  Because  the 
Agency  must  act  on  the  application 
within  45  days,  interested  persons 
should  provide  comments  within  15  days 
after  the  notice  appears  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

^A  has  proposed  Premanufacture 
Notification  Requirements  and  Review 


Procedures  published  in  the  Federal 
Registers  of  January  10, 1979  (44  FR 
2242)  and  October  16, 1979  (44  FR  59764) 
containing  proposed  premanufacture 
rules  and  notice  forms.  Proposed  40  CFR 
720.15  (44  FR  2268)  would  implement 
section  5(h)(1)  concerning  exemptions 
for  test  marketing  and  includes 
proposed  40  CFR  720.15(c)  concerning 
the  section  5(h)(6)  Federal  Register 
notice.  However,  these  requirements  are 
not  yet  in  effect.  In  the  meantime,  EPA 
has  published  a  statement  of  Interim 
Policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28564)  which 
applies  to  PMN’s  submitted  prior  to 
promulgation  of  the  rules  and  notice 
forms. 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  a  summary  of 
the  data  taken  from  the  Test  Marketing 
Exemption  is  issued  below. 

TM  80-16. 

Close  of  Review  Period.  April  5, 1980. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential.  Generic  name  provided: 
Salt  of:  Polymer  of  4-substituted 
diphenylene  formaldehyde  and  polymer 
of  5-substituted-l,3-benzene- 
dicarboxylate,  1,4- 

cyclohexanedimethanol,  ethylene  glycol, 
€-caprolactone,  tolylene-2,4- 
diioscyanate  and  2-butenedioic  acid. 

Data.  The  following  summary  is  taken 
fi'om  data  submitted  by  the 
manufacturer  in  support  of  claims  made 
in  the  test  marketing  exemption 
application. 

Use.  Claimed  confidential.  Use 
provided  by  manufacturer:  resin. 

Test  Data. 

Test  and  Result 

Acute  oral  toxicity-rat:  1.25  <LDm<  2.50  g/Kg 
Primary  eye  irritation-rabbit:  Severe  irritant. 
Primary  eye  irritation-rabbit  (washout):  Mild 

to  moderate  irritant. 

Primary  skin  irritation-rabbit:  Non-irritating. 
Contact  dermal-guinea  pig  irritation/ 

sensitization:  Non-irritating/non¬ 
sensitizing. 

The  cationic  portion  of  the  chemical 
substance  which  is  the  subject  of  this 
application  is  only  8%  by  weight.  It  is 
expected  that  the  adverse  reactions  due 
to  this  portion  of  the  molecule  would  be 
less  at  a  given  dosage  than  in  the 
substance  tested,  the  zinc  chloride  salt. 

Studies  performed  on  the  related 
chemical  polymer  of:  Sodium  5- 
substituted-l,3-benezenedicarboxylic 
acid,  1,4-cyclohexanedimethanol, 
ethylene  glycol,  e-caprolactone, 
tolylene-2,4-diisocyanate,  and  2- 
butendioic  acid. 

Test  and  Result 

Acute  oral  toxicity-rat:  LO  50  >5g/kg 
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Acute  occular  irritation-rabbit:  Moderate 

irritant. 

Primary  skin  irritation-rabbit:  Slight  irritant. 
Mutagenicity-Ames-salmonella  typhimurium: 

Negative. 

Yeast  recombination-saccharomyces 

cerevisiae:  Negative. 

Chemical  oxygen  demand:  1,700,000  mg/Kg 
Biological  oxygen  demand: 

5-day  34,000  mg/Kg 
.  20-day  110,000  mg/Kg 

The  anionic  portion  of  this  chemical 
substance,  which  comprises  92%  of  it  by 
weight,  has  shown  low  toxicity. 

The  distribution  of  this  chemical 
substance  in  the  test  marketing  activity 
does  not  constitute  an  unreasonable  risk 
of  injury  to  health  or  the  environment 
because  of:  The  low  toxic  effects  of  its 
parts,  the  limited  human  exposure,  the 
small  amount  to  be  manufactured,  the 
low  release  to  the  environment,  and  the 
small  amount  used  in  each  Hnished 
article. 

Exposure.  Maximum  number  of 
persons  to  be  exposed  during  test 
marketing:  250. 

During  manufacture.  Employees  will 
be  exposed  for  up  to  8  hours.  Standard 
industrial  hygiene  practices,  including 
the  use  of  dust  masks  and  gloves,  will  be 
followed. 

During  processing.  One  employee  will 
be  exposed  for  1  hour.  Two  employees 
will  be  involved  in  manufacturing  the 
article  which  contains  the  chemical 
substance  for  up  to  12  hours.  Standard 
industrial  hygiene  practices  including 
the  use  of  dust  masks  and  gloves,  will  be 
followed.  Two  employees  will  be 
involved  in  the  packaging  operation  for 
12  hours. 

In  the  test  market.  Worker  exposure 
will  be  limited  by  the  normal  procedures 
used  in  handling  the  article  which 
contains  this  chemical  substance.  The 
mode  of  exposure  will  be  skin  contact, 
which  is  kept  to  a  minimum  by  the  user 
in  order  to  prevent  damage  to  the 
article.  Persons  using  the  article 
containing  this  chemical  substance  will 
have  been  trained  in  the  use  of  products 
of  this  type. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
April  7, 1980,  submit  to  the  document 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Rm.  E-447, 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  written  comments  regarding 
this  notice.  Three  copies  of  all  comments 
shall  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  single  copies  of 
comments.  The  comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  document  control 
number  “[80T-91]”.  Comments  received 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  between 
9:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 


Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

John  P.  DeKany, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Chemical 
Control. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8683  FUed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-41-M 


[FRL  1441-7;  80T-60] 

Zinc  Salt  of  Dialkyl  Dithiophosphate, 
Premanufacture  Notice 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a)(1)  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import.  Section  5(d)(2) 
requires  EPA  to  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  within  5  working  days,  after 
receipt,  certain  information  about  each 
PMN  the  Agency  receives.  This  Notice 
announces  receipt  of  a  PMN  on  the 
chemical  substance  zinc  salt  of  dialkyl 
dithiophosphate  and  provides  a 
summary  of  certain  information 
provided  in  the  PMN. 
date:  Written  comments  by  April  12, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to: 
Documents  Control  Officer  (TS-793), 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  202-755-8050. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Kirk  Maconaughey, 
Premanufacturing  Review  Division  (TS- 
794),  Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  202-426-2601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
5(a)(l]  of  TSCA  requires  any  person 
who  intends  to  manufacture  or  import  a 
new  chemical  substance  to  submit  a 
PMN  to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import.  A  “new” 
chemical  substance  is  any  substance 
that  is  not  on  the  Inventory  of  existing 
substances  compiled  by  EPA  under 
Section  8(b)  of  TSCA.  EPA  first 
published  the  Initial  Inventory  on  June  1, 
1979.  Notice  of  availability  of  the  Initial 
Inventory  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558). 
The  requirement  to  submit  a  PMN  for 
new  chemical  substances  manufactured 
or  imported  for  a  commercial  purpose 
became  effective  on  July  1, 1979. 

EPA  has  proposed  premanufacture 
notification  rules  and  forms  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  10, 1979  (44 


FR  2242]  and  October  16, 1979  (44  FR 
59764).  These  regulations,  however,  are 
not  yet  in  effect.  Interested  persons 
should  consult  the  Agency’s  Interim 
Policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28564)  for 
guidance  concerning  premanufacture 
notification  requirements  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  these  rules  and  forms. 
In  particular,  see  page  28567  of  the 
Interim  Policy. 

A  PMN  must  include  the  information 
listed  in  Section  5(d)(1)  of  TSCA.  Under 
section  5  (d)(2)  EPA  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  nonconfidential 
information  on  the  identity  and  uses  of 
the  substance,  as  well  as  a  description 
of  any  test  data  submitted  under  section 
5(b).  In  addition,  EPA  has  decided  to 
publish  a  description  of  any  test  data 
submitted  with  the  PMN  and  EPA  will 
publish  the  identity  of  the  submitter 
imless  this  information  is  claimed 
confidential. 

Publication  of  the  section  5(d)(2) 
notice  is  subject  to  section  14 
concerning  disclosure  of  confidential 
information.  A  company  can  claim 
confidentiality  for  any  information 
submitted  as  part  of  a  PMN.  If  the 
company  claims  confidentiality  for  the 
specific  chemical  identify  or  use(s)  of 
the  chemical,  EPA  encourages  the 
submitter  to  provide  a  generic  use 
description,  a  nonconfidential 
description  of  the  potential  exposures 
from  use,  and  a  generic  name  for  the 
chemical.  EPA  will  publish  the  generic 
name,  the  generic  use,  and  the  potential 
exposure  descriptions  in  the  F^eral 
Register. 

If  no  generic  use  description  or 
generic  name  is  provided,  EPA  will 
develop  one  and  after  providing  due 
notice  to  the  submitter,  will  publish  an 
amended  Federal  Register  notice.  EPA 
immediately  will  review  confidentiality 
claims  for  chemical  identity,  chemical 
use,  the  identity  of  the  submitter,  and  for 
health  and  safety  studies.  If  EPA 
determines  that  portions  of  this 
information  are  not  entitled  to 
confidential  treatment,  the  Agency  will 
publish  an  amended  notice  and  will 
place  the  information  in  the  public  file, 
after  notifying  the  submitter  and 
complying  with  other  applicable 
procedures. 

Once  received,  EPA  has  90  days  to 
review  a  PMN  under  section  5(a)(1).  The 
section  5(d](2]  Federal  Register  notice 
indicates  the  date  when  the  review 
period  ends  for  each  PMN.  Under 
section  5(c),  EPA  may,  for  good  cause, 
extend  the  review  period  for  up  to  an 
additional  90  days.  If  EPA  determines 
that  an  extension  is  necessary,  it  will 
publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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Once  the  review  period  ends,  the 
submitter  may  manufacture  the 
substance  unless  EPA  has  imposed 
restrictions.  When  the  submitter  begins 
to  manufacture  the  substance,  he  must 
report  to  EPA,  and  the  Agency  will  add 
the  substance  to  the  Inventory.  After  the 
substance  is  added  to  the  Inventory,  any 
company  may  manufachire  it  without 
providing  EPA  notice  under  section 
5(a)(1)(A). 

Therefore,  under  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act,  EPA  is  issuing 
the  PMN  set  forth  below. 

PMN  80-32. 

Close  of  Review  Period.  May  13, 1980. 
Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Edwin 
Cooper  Division,  Ethyl  Corporation, 

Ethyl  Tower,  451  Florida,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA  70801. 

Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential.  Generic  name  provided: 
Zinc  salt  of  dialkyl  dithiophosphate. 

Product  Volume.  Claimed 
confidential. 

Data.  The  following  summary  is  taken 
from  data  submitted  by  the 
manufacturer  in  support  of  claims  made 
in  the  application. 

Use.  Lubricating  oil  additive. 
Physical/Chemical  Data. 

CAS  No . 26566-950 .  66909-93-3...  (M-9211) 

Ester  groups ...  iso-butyl  2-  iso-propyl  2-  . 

ethyl  hexyl.  ethyl  hexyl. 

Flash  point,  F.  375.- .  350  .  350 

PM  ’. 

Specific  1.12 .  1.13 .  1.13 

gravity  • 

15.6/15.6  C- 

Viscosity  at  40  229  .  227  .  210 

C..  cSt 

pH  6.2 .  6.2 .  6.2 

nona- 
queous  '. 

'  Product  as  corrunercially  sold  containing  small  sunount  of 
neutral  petroleum  oil  (15-20%)  to  improve  handleability. 

Toxicology  Data. 

E-653 

Oral  LDso  (rat):  2.1  g/kg 
Dermal  LDm  (rabbit):  5.6-7.0  g/kg 
Eye  irritant  (rabbit):  Severe,  Persistent  29/l(X} 
Skin  irritant  (rabbit):  Moderate,  persistent 
3.66/8 

Acute  inhalation  toxicity  (rat):  No  deaths  at  2 
mg/1  for  1  hour 

E-655 

Oral  LDso  (rat):  3.6  g/kg 

Dermal  LDso  (rabbit):  20.0  g/kg 

Eye  irritant  (rabbit):  Corrosive  35/l(X) 

Skin  irritant  (rabbit):  Moderate,  persistent 
2.83/8 
E-656 

Oral  LDso  (rats):  3.6  g/kg 
Dermal  LDso  (rabbit):  13.8  g/kg 
Eye  irritant  (rabbit):  Corrosive  42/100 
Skin  irritant  (rabbit):  Moderate,  persistent 
3.00/8 

Inhalation  toxicity  (rat):  No  deaths  at  2  mg/1 
for  1  hour 
E-861 

Oral  LDso  (rat):  2.8  ml/kg 
Dermal  LDso  (rabbit):  >2.0  ml/kg 


Eye  irritant  (rabbit):  Severe 
Skin  irritant  (rabbit):  Moderate 
Inhalation  toxicity  (rat):  No  deaths  at  2  mg/1 
for  1  hour 

Ames  test:  Negative 
E-682 

Oral  LDso  (rat):  3.6  g/kg 
Dermal  LDso  (rabbit):  2.5-4.0  g/kg 
Eye  irritant  (rabbit):  Corrosive  llO/llO 
Skin  irritant  (rabbit):  Severe,  persistent  5.0/8 
Inhalation  toxicity  (rat):  No  deaths  at 
saturation  cond.  for  6  hours 
Ames  test:  Negative 

Health  Hazard  Data.  This  material  is 
expected  to  be  slightly  toxic  by 
ingestion  and  partially  nontoxic  by  skin 
contact. 

Disposal.  Chemical  will  be  disposed 
of  by  incineration  or  in  sanitary  landfills 
in  accordance  with  federal,  state,  and  or 
local  ordinances. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
April  12, 1980,  submit  to  the  Dociunent 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Rm.  E-447, 
Office  of  Pesticides  and  Toxic 
Substances,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington, 
DC  20460,  written  comments  reguarding 
this  notice.  Three  copies  of  all  comments 
shall  be  submitted,  except  that 
individuals  may  submit  single  copies  of 
comments.  The  comments  are  to  be 
identified  with  the  document  control 
number  “[80T^0]”.  Comments  received 
may  be  seen  in  the  above  office  between 
9:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  excluding  holidays. 

(Sec.  5,  90  Stat.  2012  (15  U.S.C.  2604)) 

Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

John  P.  DeKany, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator  for  Chemical 
Control 

[FR  Doc.  80-8681  Filed  3-20-80;  6-45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[No.  AC-78] 

Builders  Federal  Savings  &  Loan 
Association;  Final  Action  Approval  of 
Conversion  Application 

March  17, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  March 
13, 1980,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  as  operating  head  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  (“Corporation”),  by 
Resolution  No.  80-177,  approved  the 
application  of  Builders  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Association  of  Rocky  Mount, 
Rocky  Mount,  North  Carolina,  for 
permission  to  convert  to  the  stock  form 
of  organization.  Copies  of  the 
application  are  available  for  inspection 
at  the  Secretariat  of  said  Corporation, 
1700  G  Street,  N.W„  Washington,  D.C. 
20552  and  at  the  Office  of  the 


Supervisory  Agent  of  said  Corporation 
at  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of 
Atlanta,  Coastal  Building,  250  Peachtree 
Center,  N.W.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30343. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board, 

J.  J.  Finn, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8719  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6720-01-M 


[No.  AC-77] 

Cecil  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association;  Final  Action,  Approval  of 
Conversion  Application 

March  17, 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  March 
13, 1980,  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board,  as  operating  head  of  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance 
Corporation  (“Corporation"),  by 
Resolution  No.  80-176,  approved  the 
application  of  Cecil  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association,  Elkton,  Maryland,  for 
permission  to  convert  to  the  stock  form 
of  organization.  Copies  of  the 
application  are  available  for  inspection 
at  the  Secretariat  of  said  Corporation, 
1700  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20552  and  at  the  Office  of  the 
Supervisory  Agent  of  said  Corporation 
at  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  of 
Atlanta,  Coastal  Building,  250  Peachtree 
Center  NW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30343. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board. 

J. ).  Finn, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8720  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6720-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Certificate  of  Financial  Responsibility 
for  Indemnification  of  Passengers  for 
Nonperformance  of  Transportation 
No.  P-37  and  Certificate  of  Financial 
Responsibility  To  Meet  Liability 
Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on 
Voyages  No.  C- 1,034;  Order  of 
Revocation 

In  the  matter  of  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Company  (P 
&  O  Lines),  C/O  P  &  O  INC.  2029 
Century  Park  East  Los  Angeles, 
California  90067. 

Whereas,  The  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Steam  Navigation  Company  (P  &  O 
Lines)  has  ceased  to  operate  the 
passenger  vessel  ARCADIA;  and 

Whereas,  Certificate  (Performance) 
No.  P-37  and  Certificate  (Casualty)  No. 
C-1,034  issued  to  The  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Company  (P 
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&  O  Lines)  applying  to  the  ARCADIA 
have  been  returned  for  revocation. 

It  is  ordered,  that  Certihcate 
(Performance)  No.  P-37  and  Certificate 
(Casualty)  No.  C-1,034  applying  to  the 
ARCADIA  be  and  are  hereby  revoked 
effective  March  14, 1980. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  a  copy  of  this 
Order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  on  certihcant. 

By  the  Commission  March  14, 1980. 

Francis  C.  Humey, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8746  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Commerce  Southwest,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Commerce  Southwest,  Inc.,  Dallas, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  First  Bank  &  Trust  of 
Richardson,  Richardson,  Texas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  officers  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  April  14, 1980. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  March  14, 1980. 

William  N.  McDonough, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8678  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 

WLUNQ  CODE  6210-01-M 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[E-eO-6] 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  the 
Secretary  of  Defense 

1.  Purpose.  This  delegation  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  represent 
the  consumer  interests  of  the  executive 
agencies  of  the  Federal  Government  in 


proceedings  before  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  involving 
electric  utility  rates. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  delegation  is 
effective  immediately. 

3.  Delegation,  a.  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  me  by  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  63  Stat.  377,  as  amended, 
particularly  sections  201(a)(4)  and  205(d) 
(40  U.S.C.  481(a)(4)  and  486(d)), 
authority  is  delegated  to  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  to  represent  the  consumer 
interests  of  the  Federal  executive 
agencies  before  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  involving  the 
application  of  the  Conowingo  Power 
Company  for  an  increase  in  its  electric 
rates. 

b.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  may 
redelegate  this  authority  to  any  officer, 
official,  or  employee  of  the  Department 
of  Defense. 

c.  This  authority  shall  be  exercised  in 
accordance  with  the  policies, 
procedures,  and  controls  prescribed  by 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
and  shall  be  exercised  in  cooperation 
with  the  responsible  officers,  officials, 
and  employees  thereof. 

Dated:  March  5, 1980. 

R.  G.  Freeman  III, 

Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8636  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  6820-AM 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

Armour  Pharmaceutical  Co.;  Kymar 
Aqueous;  Withdrawal  of  Approval  of 
NADA 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  agency  withdraws 
approval  of  a  new  animal  drug 
application  (NADA)  providing  for 
instramuscular  use  of  Kymar  Aqueous, 
containing  chymotrypsin,  in  dogs,  cats, 
and  horses  as  an  anti-inflammatory 
agent.  The  sponsor.  Armour 
Pharmaceutical  Co.,  requested  this 
action. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  31, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Andrew  }.  Beaulieu,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine  (HFV-216),  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301- 
443-4093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  ArmouX 
Pharmaceutical  Co.,  Box  511,  Kankakee, 
IL  60901,  is  the  sponsor  of  NADA  12-330 


which  provides  for  use  of  Kymar 
Aqueous  in  dogs,  cats,  and  horses  to 
minimize  inflammation  and  edema.  The 
application  was  originally  approved 
October  25, 1960.  By  letter  of  November 
2, 1979,  the  firm  requested  that  approval 
of  the  NADA  be  withdrawn  because  the 
product  is  no  longer  being  marketed. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512(e),  82 
Stat,  345-347  (21  U.S.C.  360b(e))).  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  and 
redelegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Veterinary  Medicine  (21  CFR  5.84), 
and  in  accondance  with  §  514.115 
Withdrawal  of  approval  of  applications 
(21  CFR  514.115),  notice  is  given  that 
approval  of  NADA  12-330  and  all 
supplements  for  Kymar  Aqueous  is 
hereby  withdrawn. 

Effective  date.  March  31, 1980. 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

Lester  M.  Crawford, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8424  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BIUJNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  76G-0466] 

Abbott  Laboratories;  Withdrawal  of 
Petition  for  Affirmation  of  GRAS 
Status 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  document  aimounces  the 
withdrawal  without  prejudice  of  the 
petition  (GRASP  5G0050)  proposing  that 
p-{N,  iV-dichlorosulfamoyl)  benzoic  acid 
(Halazone)  is  generally  recognized  as 
safe  (GRAS)  for  use  in  emergency 
situations  only,  as  a  microcidal  chemical 
for  the  treatment  of  potable  water  of 
unknown  biological  quality  and  where 
other  treatments  are  not  feasible. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Corbin  I.  Miles,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
335),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20204,  202-472-4750. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C. 
348(b))),  the  following  notice  is  issued: 

In  accordance  with  §  171.7 
Withdrawal  of  petition  without 
prejudice  of  the  procedural  food 
additive  regulations  (21  CFR  171.7), 
Abbott  Laboratories,  North  Chicago,  IL 
60064,  has  withdrawn  its  petition 
(GRASP  5G0050),  notice  of  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
December  17, 1976  (41  FR  55240) 
proposing  that  Halazone  (p-(A/,  N- 
dichlorosulfamoyl)  benzoic  acid)  is 
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GRAS  for  use  in  emergency  situations 
only,  as  a  microcidal  chemical  for  the 
treatment  of  potable  water  of  unknown 
biological  quality  and  where  other 
treatments  are  not  feasible. 

Dated;  March  12, 1980. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.  aO-WTe  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  80F-0070] 

Dow  Chemical  Co.;  Filing  of  Food 
Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Dow  Chemical  Co.  has 
bled  a  petition  proposing  that  the  food 
additive  regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  for  the  safe  use  of  2-[(2- 
aminoethyl]  amino]  ethanol  as  a 
component  of  adhesives  intended  for 
food-contact  use. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gerard  L.  McCowin,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5],  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C,  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  {FAP  9B3450)  has  been  filed  by 
the  Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Box  1847,  2040 
Dow  Center,  Midland,  MI  48640, 
proposing  that  §  175.105  Adhesives  (21 
CFR  175.105)  of  the  food  additive 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  use  of  2-[(2-aminoethyl]  amino] 
ethanol  as  a  component  of  adhesives 
intended  for  food-contact  use. 

The  agency  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  action  falls  under 
§  25.1(f)(l)(v)  (21  CFR  25.1(f)(l)(v))  and 
is  exempt  from  the  need  of  an 
environmental  impact  analysis  report, 
and  that  no  environmental  impact 
statement  is  necessary.  A  copy  of  all 
relevant  environmental  impact  materials 
may  be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  between  9 
a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8670  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLINa  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  770-0199] 

ICI  Americas,  Inc.;  Withdrawal  of 
Petition  for  Affirmation  of  GRAS 
Status 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  document  announces  the 
withdrawal  without  prejudice  of  the 
petition  (GRASP  7G0087)  proposing 
affirmation  that  the  glucose  isomerase 
enzyme  derived  from  immobilized 
Arthrobacter globiformis  used  in  the 
isomerization  of  dextrose-containing 
nutritive  sweeteners  and  the  resulting 
high  fructose  com  syrup  is  generally 
recognized  as  safe  (GRAS). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Corbin  I.  Miles,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
335),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  C  St.,  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20204,  202-472-4750 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b),  72  Stat.  1786  (21  U.S.C. 
348(b))),  the  following  notice  is  issued; 

In  accordance  with  §  171.7 
Withdrawal  of  petition  without 
prejudice  (21  CFR  171.7)  of  the 
procedural  food  additive  regulations,  ICI 
Americas,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE  19897, 
has  withdrawn  its  petition  (GRASP 
7G0087),  notice  of  which  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  August  30, 

1977  (42  FR  43668)  proposing  that  the 
glucose  isomerase  enzyme  derived  from 
immobilized  Arthrobacter  globiformis 
used  in  the  isomerization  of  dextrose- 
containing  nutritive  sweeteners  and  the 
resulting  high  fructose  com  syrup  are 
GRAS. 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8674  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  80F-0073] 

Takeda  Chemical  Industries,  Ltd.; 
Filing  of  Food  Additive  Petition 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Takeda  Chemical  Industries, 
Ltd.  has  filed  a  petition  proposing  that 
the  food  additive  regulations  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
bis(isocyanatomethyl]  benzene  and 
bis(isocyanatomethyl)  cyclohexane  in 
the  production  of  polyurethane  resins 
intended  for  use  in  contact  with  dry 
food. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gerad  L.  McCowin,  Bureau  of  Foods 


(HFF-334),  Food  and  Dmg 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786  (21 
U.S.C.  348(b)(5))),  notice  is  given  that  a 
petition  (FAP  9B3473]  has  been  filed  by 
Takeda  Chemical  Industries,  Ltd., 

Osaka,  Japan,  proposing  that  §  177.1680 
Polyurethane  resins  (21  CFR  177.1680)  of 
the  food  additive  regulations  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
bis(isocyanatomethyl)  benzene  and 
bis(isocyanatomethyl)  cyclohexane  in 
the  production  of  polyurethane  resins 
for  dry  food  contact. 

The  potential  environmental  impact  of 
this  action  is  being  reviewed.  If  this 
petition  results  in  a  regulation,  and  the 
agency  concludes  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required,  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the 
environmental  impact  analysis  report, 
statement  of  exemption,  and 
environmental  assessment  report,  as 
applicable,  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  as  permitted  by  21  CFR 
25.25(b). 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods.  • 

(FR  Doc.  80-8675  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  80N-0028] 

Draft  Bureau  of  Foods  Research  Plan; 
Availability 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  announces  the 
availability  of  the  draft  Bureau  of  Foods 
Research  Plan.  This  notice  solicits 
certain  information  from  research 
institutions,  universities,  industry,  and 
government  agencies  about  food-  and 
cosmetic-related  research  needs. 
Information  received  will  enable  FDA  to 
prepare  a  final  research  plan 
incorporating  research  proposals  that 
are  not  duplicative  of  work  being  done 
elsewhere  and  will  provide  FDA  with 
valuable  information  about  food-  and 
cosmetic-related  research  that  is 
ongoing  outside  of  FDA. 
date:  Comments  on  or  before  May  20, 
1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments,  data,  or 
information  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  Rm. 
4-62,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Patricia  Thompson,  Bureau  of  Foods 
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(HFF-25),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20204,  202-245-1564. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
largest  share  of  Federal  responsibility 
for  protection  of  the  public  from  health 
hazards  associated  with  foods  and 
cosmetics  rests  with  FDA’s  Bureau  of 
Foods.  Most  of  FDA’s  regulatory  actions 
pertaining  to  foods  and  cosmetics 
require  information  generated  by 
laboratory  and  nonlaboratory  types  of 
research,  and  by  evaluations  that  can  be 
made  only  by  informed  and  well-trained 
Bureau  of  Foods  scientists.  Regulatory 
actions  issuing  from  FDA  reflect  some  of 
the  most  important  public  health 
decisions  made  in  the  Federal 
government.  Many  of  these  actions  have 
a  substantial  impact  on  society, 
including  economic  impact  on  industry. 

ScientiHc  strength  within  the  Bureau 
of  Foods  is,  therefore,  important  both  for 
the  general  improvement  of  FDA 
regulatory  decisionmaking  and  as  a  key 
national  resource  when  serious  health 
problems  require  special  attention.  The 
conduct  of  programs  for  gathering  new 
knowledge  within  the  Bureau  can  do 
much  to  maintain  this  strength  and  to 
develop  it  further.  The  degree  to  which 
regulatory  decisions  gain  credibility  and 
merit  the  suport  of  the  public  and  the 
scientific  community  depends  on  the 
extent  to  which  they  reflect  the  best 
available  current  scientific  knowledge. 

In  recognition  of  the  critical  need  for 
the  development  of  new  scientific 
knowledge  to  address  the  changing 
technology  in  the  food  and  cosmetic 
industries  and  the  changing 
expectations  of  the  American  people, 
FDA  has  initiated  a  major  effort  to 
improve  its  protection  of  the  public  fi'om 
health  hazards  that  may  be  associated 
with  foods  and  cosmetics  through  the 
development  of  a  Bureau  of  Foods 
research  program  that  will  be  fully 
responsive  to  the  food-  and  cosmetic- 
related  public  health  problems  the 
agency  faces  now  and  is  likely  to  face  in 
the  future. 

In  his  Foreword  to  the  draft  Bureau  of 
Foods  Research  Plan,  ]ere  Goyan, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs,  stated 
that: 

The  mission  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  is  to  assure  that  food  is  safe 
and  wholesome;  that  drugs,  biological 
products,  and  medical  devices  are  safe  and 
efiective;  that  cosmetics  are  safe,  and  that 
the  use  of  radiological  products  does  not 
result  in  unnecessary  exposure  to  radiation. 

To  meet  our  statutory  mandate  of 
protecting  the  public,  we  must  employ  the 
resources  of  science  and  technology.  Indeed, 
the  degree  to  which  regulatory  decisions  gain 


credibility  and  merit  the  support  of  the  public 
and  scientific  community  depends  on  the 
extent  to  which  they  reflect  the  best  available 
scientific  knowledge. 

We  cannot  hope  to  regulate  responsibly 
unless  our  scientists  are  intimately  familiar 
with,  and  indeed  contribute  to,  the  latest 
advances  in  the  biomedical  physical 
sciences.  For  example,  FDA  has  for  many 
years  provided  leadership  in  the  development 
of  methods  to  detect  and  measure  substances 
that  may  adulterate  foods  and  drugs.  We  also 
conduct  research  on  the  underlying 
mechanisms  of  diseases  resulting  from 
human  exposure  to  toxic  substances  or 
radiation,  as  well  as  on  the  carcinogenic, 
mutagenic,  or  teratogenic  risks  of  chemicals. 

My  experience,  both  as  a  scientist  and  as  a 
Dean,  has  persuaded  me  that  the  pursuit  of 
scientific  excellence  requires  the  strong 
support  of  management.  As  Commissioner  of 
FDA,  I  intend  to  do  more  than  just  sustain  the 
scientific  climate  that  now  exists.  One  of  my 
priorities  will  be  to  foster  mission-oriented 
research. 

At  my  direction  FDA  is  embraking  on  an 
evaluation  of  current  research  activities  to 
examine  quality,  relevance,  and  efficiency. 
This  evaluation  is  a  first  step  in  any  effort  to 
improve  the  science  base  upon  which 
relation  rests. 

We  have  begun  this  process  in  the  Bureau 
of  Foods,  where  a  comprehensive  research 
program  was  put  together  by  Bureau  staff. 

The  Bureau’s  research  plan  sets  out  its 
objectives,  describes  the  research  currently 
conducted  or  supported  by  the  Bureau,  and 
outlines  future  needs  in  research. 

The  Bureau’s  research  plan,  as  developed 
by  its  director.  Dr.  Sanford  Miller,  and  his 
stafi  will,  when  successfully  implemented, 
provide  FDA  with  an  outstanding  source  of 
information  so  vitally  necessary  for  a  sound 
food  supply.  It  should  command  the  attention 
and  support  of  the  Congress,  the  scientific 
community,  industry,  and  above  all,  the 
American  people. 

The  draft  Bureau  of  Foods  Research 
Plan  states  why  FDA  requires  a  research 
program  for  foods  and  cosmetics,  and 
identifies  by  scientific  goal  the  broad 
research  needs  that  must  be  met  through 
the  efforts  of  FDA,  other  government 
agencies,  and  other  institutions  to  gain 
the  scientific  knowledge  and 
information  necessary  for  FDA  to  fulfill 
its  regulatory  and  public  health 
responsibilities  regarding  foods  and 
cosmetics. 

FDA  cannot,  with  current  resources, 
conduct  all  of  the  research  identified  in 
the  draft  plan.  The  goal  has  been  to: 

1.  Identify  what  is  needed; 

2.  Determine  which  of  these  needs  are 
being  worked  on  or  supported  by  other 
groups  within  and  outside  of  the  Federal 
Government;  and, 

3.  Initiate  those  studies  not  covered  by 
other  groups. 

Certainly  some  of  the  knowledge  that 
FDA  needs  with  respect  to  food  and 
cosmetics  is  being,  and  will  continue  to 
be,  developed  by  certain  institutes  of  the 


National  Institutes  of  Health  (NIH]  and 
other  government  agencies  and 
institutions.  There  is  much  to  be  gained 
by  true  collaboration  with  these 
agencies  and  institutions  in  planning 
and  conducting  research  on  food  and 
cosmetics.  To  the  extent  that  such 
research  can  be  planned  and  carried  out 
as  a  cooperative  enterprise,  there  is 
better  prospect  of  more  efficient  use  of 
resources,  and  more  effective  and  rapid 
transfer  of  information. 

Therefore,  FDA  is  making  the  draft 
Bureau  of  Foods  Research  Plan 
available  to  the  public  so  that  the 
agency  can  determine  which  of  the 
proposed  research  needs  are  being 
investigated  or  will  be  investigated  by 
other  government  agencies  and  research 
institutions  and  which  needs  it  can  most 
appropriately  carry  out  itself.  Because 
the  identified  research  needs  are 
necessarily  broad,  FDA  requests  that 
interested  persons  (including 
representatives  from  food  and  cosmetic 
industries,  consiuners,  research 
institutions,  the  academic  commimity, 
and  other  government  agencies] 
commenting  on  the  document  identify 
the  research  needs  by  research  need 
number  and  research  need  title,  as 
identified  in  the  draft  plan.  Also, 
conunents  should  indicate  with  a 
reasonable  level  of  detail  what  research 
they  are  doing  within  the  research  need. 

Additionally,  commentors  should 
indicate  any  other  research  they  are 
aware  of  that  is  being  done  by  others 
whether  or  not  they  ^ow  details. 
Commentors  also  should  provide  their 
name,  address,  and  telephone  number 
(including  area  code)  so  that  the  agency 
may  contact  them  for  additional 
information. 

The  agency  is  not  at  this  time 
soliciting  proposals  for  specific  research 
projects  under  contract  or  by  grant. 

Public  comments  will  aid  FDA  in 
determining  which  of  its  research  needs 
are  being  handled  outside  of  the  agency 
and  which  require  direct  FDA  funding, 
and  in  determining  the  final  priorities  for 
research  that  requires  Bureau  of  Foods  - 
support  either  through  in-house  research 
or  through  the  contract  or  grants 
mechanism. 

Although  a  copy  of  the  Research  Plan 
is  on  display  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
persons  wanting  individual  copies  can 
obtain  them  from  John  Tisler,  industry 
Program  Branch  (HFF-326),  Bureau  of 
Foods,  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
200  C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204. 

Written  conunents  on  the  draft  Bureau 
of  Foods  Research  Plan  should  be  sent 
on  before  May  20, 1980  to  the  office  of 
the  Hearing  Clerk  (HFA-305),  Food  and 
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Drug  Administration,  Rm.  4-62,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

Sanford  A.  Miller, 

Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8273  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  79P-0444/CP] 

Tontato  Juice  Deviating  From  identity 
Standard;  Temporary  Permit  for 
Market  Testing 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  notice  announces  that  a 
temporary  permit  has  been  issued  to  the 
Campbell  Soup  Co.  to  market  test 
tomato  juice  from  concentrate  to  which 
ascorbic  acid  is  added  to  attain  a 
vitamin  C  level  of  3  milligrams  per  fluid 
ounce.  The  purpose  of  the  temporary 
permit  is  to  permit  the  applicant  to 
measure  consumer  acceptance  of  the 
food. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  permit  is  effective 
for  15  months,  beginning  on  the  date  the 
new  food  is  introduced  into  or  caused  to 
be  introduced  into  interstate  commerce, 
but  no  later  than  June  19, 1980.  However, 
the  permit  may  terminate  sooner, 
depending  upon  the  final  action  on  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration’s 
proposal  to  amend  the  standard  of 
identity  for  tomato  juice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  May  9, 1978  (43  FR 
19864).  If  the  proposal  is  affirmed,  the 
permit  will  terminate  on  the  effective 
date  of  the  final  regulation.  If  the 
proposal  is  rejected,  the  permit  will 
expire  30  days  after  such  negative  ruling 
on  the  proposal. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Leo  Kauffinan,  Bureau  of  Foods  (HFF- 
214),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20204,  202-245-1164. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  §  130.17  (21  CFR 
130.17)  concerning  temporary  permits  to 
facilitate  market  testing  of  foods  varying 
from  the  requirements  of  the  standards 
of  identity  promulgated  under  section 
401  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  341),  notice  is 
given  that  a  temporary  permit  has  been 
issued  to  the  Campbell  Soup  Co., 
Camden,  NJ  08101.  This  permit  covers 
interstate  marketing  tests  of  tomato 
juice  that  deviates  from  the  standard  of 
identity  prescribed  in  §  156.145  (21  CFR 
156.145).  The  permit  provides  for  the 
temporary  marketing  of  112,500  cases  of 
twelve  46-ounce  cans  and  175,000  cases 
of  forty-eight  6-ounce  cans  of  the 


product  to  be  distributed  in  the  eastern 
half  of  the  State  of  Washington;  ten 
counties  in  western  Montana;  four 
counties  in  northeastern  Oregon;  three 
counties  in  northwestern  Pennsylvania; 
the  State  of  New  York,  excluding 
metropolitan  New  York  City;  and  in  the 
State  of  Arizona.  The  product  is 
prepared  from  tomato  paste  that 
complies  with  the  requirements  of 
§  155.191(a)(1)  (21  CFR  155.191  (a)(1)). 
The  test  product  will  be  equivalent  to  a 
single-strength  tomato  juice  normally 
found  in  the  market  place.  The  finished 
product  will  contain  not  less  than  5.5- 
percent  tomato  soluble  solids.  In 
addition,  ascorbic  acid  will  be  added  to 
attain  a  level  of  3  milligrams  per  fluid 
ounce  of  vitamin  C  in  the  finished 
product. 

The  principal  display  panel  of  the 
label  will  state  the  product  name  as 
"tomato  juice  from  concentrate".  Each  of 
the  ingredients  used  will  be  stated  on 
the  label  as  required  by  the  applicable 
sections  of  21  CFR  Part  101,  except  that 
the  tomato  ingredient  complying  with 
the  requirements  of  §  155.191(a)(1)  will 
be  declared  as  “tomato  concentrate.” 
This  permit  is  effective  for  15  months, 
beginning  on  the  date  the  new  food  is 
introduced  or  caused  to  be  introduced 
into  interstate  commerce,  but  no  later 
than  June  19, 1980.  However,  the  permit 
may  terminate  sooner,  depending  upon 
the  final  action  on  FDA’s  proposal  to 
amend  the  standard  of  identity  for 
tomato  juice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  9, 1978  (43  FR  19864).  If 
the  proposal  is  affirmed,  the  permit  will 
terminate  on  the  effective  date  of  the 
final  regulation.  If  the  proposal  is 
rejected,  the  permit  will  expire  30  days 
after  the  negative  ruling  on  the  proposal. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8274  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-03-M 


[Docket  No.  77N-0130] 

1977  Survey  of  Industry  on  the  Use  of 
Food  Additives;  Availability 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  agency  announces  the 
availability,  through  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS),  of 
the  final  report  of  the  1977  survey  of 
industry  on  the  use  of  food  additives. 
The  survey  was  conducted  by  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences  (NAS) 
imder  contract  to  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA). 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Edward  Scarbrough,  Bureau  of  Foods 
(HFF-334),  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200  C  St.  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20204,  202-472-5690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  17, 1977  (42  FR 
30894),  FDA  announced  the  availability 
of  a  questionnaire  and  invited  the 
participation  of  all  interested  parties  in 
a  comprehensive  industry  survey  of  the 
use  of  ingredients  in  food.  The  survey 
was  administered  by  NAS  under 
contract  to  FDA  (Contract  No.  223-77- 
2025).  Items  covered  in  the  survey 
included  the  following:  direct  food 
additives,  color  additives  used  in  food, 
certain  flavors  and  spices  not  previously 
surveyed  in  the  NAS  1971-1972  Phase  II 
GRAS  Survey,  and  miscellaneous 
ingredients  comprised  principally  of 
GRAS  and/or  prior  sanctioned 
substances  for  which  more  specific 
information  was  needed. 

Information  received  in  response  to 
the  questionnaire  was  analyzed  by  the 
Committee  on  the  GRAS  List  Survey — 
Phase  III,  Food  and  Nutrition  Board, 
National  Research  Council/National 
Academy  of  Sciences;  and  a  summary 
report  of  aggregate  data  has  been 
submitted  to  FDA.  FDA  now  announces 
the  availability  of  this  final  report.  The 
report  consists  of  three  volumes,  each 
presenting  a  discussion  of,  and  data 
from,  the  1977  survey.  Volume  1 
provides  on  overview  of  the  entire 
siu^ey:  Background  information,  nature 
of  the  questionnaire  and  the  rationale 
behind  its  development,  and  procedures 
for  processing  the  data.  The  survey 
questionnaire  document  is  reproduced 
as  Appendix  A  to  volume  1.  Volume  2 
contains  aggregated  food  additive  data 
from  the  survey  including  annual 
poundage,  reported  technical  effects, 
and  use  levels  in  more  than  200  food 
subcategories.  Volume  3  contains 
estimates  of  consumer  daily  intake  of 
substances  reported  in  the  siu^ey.  Both 
volumes  2  and  3  contain  sections  on 
methodology  and  discussions 
concerning  limitations  on  the 
interpretation  of  the  data. 

Copies  of  the  report  may  be 
purchased  from  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  5285  Port  Royal 
Rd.,  Springfield,  VA  22151.  Ordering 
information  is  as  follows: 


Title 

Order  No. 

Code 

Price* 

"The  1977  Survey  o<  Industry 

peso- 

E19 

$50.50 

on  the  Use  of  Food 

113418. 

Additives"  (peper). 

"The  1977  Survey  of  Industry 

PB80- 

EOS 

12.50 

on  the  Use  of  Food 

113418. 

Additives”  (microfiche). 

■  Price  subject  to  ctiange. 
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Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner  for 
Regulatory  Affairs. 

Doc.  80-8272  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BI  LUNG  CODE  4110-03-H 


Office  of  Human  Development 
Services 

White  House  Conference  on  Aging 
National  Advisory  Committee;  Meeting; 
Correction 

agency:  Office  of  Human  Development 
Services,  DHEW. 

action:  Correction. _ 

summary:  This  document  corrects  the 
room  number  for  the  White  House 
Conference  on  Aging  National  Advisory 
Committee  meeting,  published  at  45  FR 
15266,  March  7, 1980. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Jerome  R.  Waldie,  White  House 
Conference  on  Aging,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201, 
202-245-1914. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  FR 

Doc.  80-7292,  appearing  in  the  issue  of 
Friday,  March  10, 1980,  on  page  15266, 
make  the  following  correction: 

The  room  munber  for  the  White  House 
Conference  on  Aging  National  Advisory 
Committee  meetings  on  Monday,  March 
24, 1980,  and  Tuesday,  March  25, 1980, 
should  read  800F  Hubert  Humphrey 
Building,  330  Independence  Avenue, 

S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  131  Switzer 
Building,  330  C  Street,  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C.  respectively  from  9:30 
a.m.  to  5:30  p.m. 

Approved:  March  18, 1980. 

Arnold  Sampson, 

Human  Development  Services,  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc  80-8742  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  411fr'S2-M 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Planning  and  Evaluation 

Revised  Notice  of  Intent  To  Initiate 
National  Long-Term  Care  Channeling 
Demonstration  Program 

Introduction 

On  December  21, 1979,  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education  and 
Welfare  published  a  Notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  setting  forth  the  intent 
of  the  Department  to  initiate  the 
National  Long-Term  Care  Channeling 
Demonstration  Program.  The  principal 
purposes  of  the  Program  are: 

1.  To  stimulate  system  level  changes 
in  the  organization  of  the  delivery 


system,  the  relationship  among  service 
providers,  and  in  the  way  existing  long¬ 
term  care  dollars  are  allocated; 

2.  To  create  at  the  community  level 
the  structures  that  are  necessary  to 
coordinate,  manage  and  arrange  for  the 
provision  of  appropriate  and  efficient 
long-term  care  services  on  behalf  of  the 
clients  who  need  such  services;  and 

3.  To  collect  comparable  information 
across  the  demonstration  projects  that 
will  assist  HEW  in  the  development  of  a 
comprehensive  long-term  care  policy 
including  the  legislative  and 
administrative  specifications  required  to 
implement  policy  objectives. 

response  to  comments  to  the 
December  21st  Notice  of  Intent  as  well 
as  additional  staff  planning,  the 
Department  has  filler  re^ed  several 
of  the  specifications  included  in  the 
original  Notice.  This  Revised  Notice  of 
Intent  does  not  supercede  the  originally 
published  Notice.  Rather,  it  outlines 
specific  refinements  in  the  areas  of  the 
procurement  strategy,  program  design 
and  solicitation  schedule.  It  should  be 
noted  that  The  Following  Information 
Relates  Only  to  Demonstration  Project 
Activities  and  Not  to  the  Evaluation  or 
Technical  Assistance  Aspects  of  the 
National  Channeling  Demonstration 
Program.  No  further  specifications  will 
be  made  available  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  the  official  solicitation,  now 
scheduled  to  be  annoimced  in  April, 

1980. 

Procurement  Strategy 

The  Department  has  developed  a 
procurement  strategy  which 
acknowledges  the  significant  role  of 
state  government  in  the  financial, 
administrative  and  programmatic 
decisions  about  current  and  future  long¬ 
term  care  services  and  mechanisms  of 
service  delivery.  To  reinforce  this 
critical  role  and  insure  the  active 
participation  of  state  governments  in  the 
demonstration  effort,  the  Department 
has  determined  that  Proposals  for 
Channeling  Demonstration  Awards  Will 
Be  Accepted  Only  From  State  Level 
Units  or  Agencies  of  State  Government. 

For  purposes  of  the  National 
Channeling  Demonstration  Program,  all 
references  to  state  government  include 
the  governing  structmes  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  the  Virgin  Islands,  Puerto 
Rico,  Guam,  American  Samoa  and  the 
Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

In  Fiscal  Year  1980,  HEW  expects  to 
make  two  types  of  awards  to  states: 

1.  Contracts  will  be  awarded  for 
channeling  demonstration  projects  in 
response  to  a  Request  for  Proposals 
(RFP),  and 

2.  Grants  will  be  awarded  for  state 
level  long-term  care  system 


development  projects  in  response  to  a 
Grants  Announcement  to  be  issued 
concurrently  with  the  RFP. 

A  state  may  submit  one  proposal  for 
each  type  of  award.  However,  since 
channeling  demonstration  projects  will 
be  expected  to  incorporate  tasks  at  the 
state  level  which  are  comparable  to 
those  to  be  performed  under  the  system 
development  grants,  those  states  that 
will  be  awarded  channeling 
demonstration  project  contracts  will  not 
receive  a  system  development  grant. 

If  a  state  chooses  to  respond  to  either 
or  both  solicitations  with  a  proposal,  the 
Governor  of  that  state  will  be  expected 
to  designate  a  program  agency  or 
administrative  unit  of  state  government 
to  assume  lead  responsibility  for 
proposal  preparation  and,  if  successful, 
for  administering  the  award.  The 
Department  expects  that  the  agency/ 
unit  designated  as  the  lead  is 
knowledgeable  about  long-term  care 
services  in  the  state,  including 
community-based  as  well  as 
institutional  long-term  care  concerns. 

The  designated  lead  agency/unit  will 
be  expected  to  establish  a  working 
group  to  provide  active  support  to 
proposal  efforts  and  if  successful,  to  the 
planning,  development  and 
implementation  of  the  award.  The 
Department  will  require  that  members  of 
the  working  group  will  include,  at  a 
minimum,  ffie  principal  official  or  a 
senior  staff  person  from  the  state  units 
having  responsibility  for  preparing  and 
administering  the  State  Plans  for 
Medical  Assistance  (Title  XIX/SSA), 
Social  Services  (Title  XX/SSA)  and 
Aging  (Title  III/OAA).  If  one  of  these 
agencies  is  designated  as  the  lead,  the 
remaining  two  will  constitute  the  core  of 
the  working  group.  The  Department  also 
will  require  that  the  principal  officials  of 
at  least  these  three  units  of  state 
government  will  sign  off  on  the 
proposal(s]  being  submitted. 

A.  Channeling  Demonstration  Project 
Awards 

States  receiving  channeling 
demonstration  project  contracts  will  be 
expected  to  support  the  development 
and  implementation  of  projects  at  the 
community  level  yAxidh  place  particular 
emphasis  on  case  management  as  a 
method  for  organizing  care  to  meet 
indivudual  client  needs.  The  term 
“channeling”  is  used  to  refer  to 
organizational  structures  and  operating 
systems  to  coordinate  available  long¬ 
term  care  resources  and  manage  them 
effectively  on  behalf  of  clients. 

Each  state  applicant  will  be  expected 
to  propose,  in  their  proposal  submission, 
no  more  than  two  conummity  sites  for 
locating  the  channeling  project.  In 
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general,  the  catchment  area(8)  for  the 
proposed  site(s)  should  be  of  sufficent 
size  to  generate  an  active  caseload  of  no 
fewer  than  3(X)  clients  for  case 
management  services.  In  addition,  each 
proposed  site  should  have  the  capacity 
to  provide  a  range  of  services  that  can 
be  characterized  as  appropriate  to 
respond  to  long-term  care  needs.  Finally, 
the  proposed  site(sj  should  have  the 
support  of  community  political 
leadership,  service  providers  and  the 
community  at  large. 

For  each  proposed  channeling 
demonstration  project  site,  offerors  will 
be  expected  to  identify  an  agency  or 
organization  to  operate  the  project  at  the 
community  level.  The  agency  or 
organization  proposed  by  the  state  shall 
be  either  a  public  entity  (e.g.,  sub-state 
unit  of  state  government,  multi-county  or 
county  organization,  general  purpose 
local  government,  special  purpose  public 
authority),  or  a  non-profit  voluntary 
organization.  It  should  be  noted  that  at 
least  one  of  the  sites  proposed  for  the 
channeling  demonstration  project  must 
be  operated  by  a  public  agency  other 
than  a  state  or  sub-state  unit  of 
government  or  by  a  non-profit  voluntary 
agency  or  organization. 

Although  two  sites  may  be  proposed, 
in  FY  1980,  contracts  will  be  awarded  to 
support  only  one  site  per  state.  The 
Department  reserves  the  right  to 
approve  final  selection  of  each  state’s 
channeling  demonstration  project  site, 
including  the  agency/organization  to 
operate  the  demonstration  project  at  the 
site. 

The  Department  is  very  interested  in 
supporting  channeling  demonstration 
projects  located  in  rural  areas  as  well  as 
more  heavily  populated  and  “service- 
rich”  communities.  Offerors  proposing 
rural  projects  may  suggest  innovative 
means  for  providing  long-term  care 
services  where  the  range  of  relevant 
formally  organized  services  currently  is 
limited  or  non-existent. 

B.  System  Development  Project  Awards 

In  addition  to  the  channeling 
demonstration  projects  described  above, 
the  Department  is  expecting  to  solicit 
proposals  h‘om  state  governments  for 
long-term  care  system  development 
grants.  A  Separate  Grants 
Announcement  Will  Be  Issued  for  This 
Purpose. 

TTie  intent  of  the  Department  in 
awarding  long-term  care  system 
development  grants  is  to  stimulate  state 
level  planning  and  development  of  more 
effective  systems  for  coordinating  and 
delivering  long-term  care  services.  The 
activities  to  be  performed  under  these 
grants  include  the  preparation  of  a 
State-of-the-Art  Assessment  of  the 


current  characteristics  and  status  of 
long-term  care  services  in  the  state  and 
the  development  of  a  State  Plan  for 
Long-Term  Care,  which  can  be  used  to 
guide  long-range  system  changes  at  the 
state  and  sub-state  levels. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the 
Department  expects  that  state  level 
activities  supported  by  the  system 
development  grants  will  have  significant 
impact  on  the  extent  to  which  and 
manner  by  which  states  plan  for  and 
develop  their  long-term  services  and 
systems  of  service  delivery.  Activities 
supported  by  system  development 
grants  also  are  expected  to  stimulate  the 
development  of  channeling 
demonstration  project  proposals  in  FY 
1981. 

Program  Design  for  Channeling 
Demonstration  Projects 

The  Department  has  developed  an 
overall  design  for  the  National 
Channeling  Demonstration  Program  that 
will  permit  the  evaluation  of  several 
approaches  to  organizing  and  managing 
long-term  care  resources  within  a 
community.  The  FY  1980  solicitation  will 
focus  on  basic  channeling  functions, 
which  include  intake  and  client 
screening,  comprehensive  assessment, 
referral  and  case  management  (services 
planning,  acquisition,  coordination  and 
monitoring).  Demonstration  funds  will 
be  used  primarily  to  support  these  basic 
channeling  functions,  and  associated 
administrative,  review  and  data 
collection  activities. 

A  sub-set  of  channeling 
demonstration  projects  funded  in  FY 
1980  also  will  receive  some  additional 
resources  to  support  the  innovative 
provision  of  gap-fllling  services.  Except 
for  these  discretionary  service  funds, 
however,  each  channeling 
demonstration  project  is  expected  to 
rely  on  resources  which  exist  or  can  be 
generated  within  the  state  to  support  the 
provision  of  direct  services  to  their 
clients.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  basic 
channeling  model  does  not  include  any 
alteration  of  existing  federally-regulated 
benefit,  eligibility  or  reimbursement 
requirements.  Requests  for  waivers  of 
such  federal  requirements  to  expand  the 
basic  channeling  model  will  not  be 
considered  by  the  Department  until  a 
project  has  been  fully  operational  and 
serving  its  maximum  client  caseload  for 
at  least  one  year. 

In  FY  1981,  the  Department  expects  to 
seek  additional  state  contractors  to 
implement  other  channeling  design 
variations,  some  of  which  are  expected 
to  necessitate  Social  Security  Act  1115 
and/or  222  waivers.  Waivers  are 
expected  to  cover  alterations  in  federal 
benefit  and/or  eligibility  requirements 


and  various  reimbursement  strategies. 
These  channeling  demonstration 
projects  will  be  solicted  by  a  separate 
Request  for  Proposals,  expected  to  be 
issued  by  the  end  of  the  second  quarter 
of  FY  1981.  States  receiving  either 
channeling  demonstration  project 
contracts  or  system  development  grants 
in  FY  1980  will  be  eligible  to  compete  for 
the  FY  1981  channeling  demonstration 
project  solicitation. 

Solicitation  Schedule 

The  Department  anticipates  that  the 
channeling  demonstration  project  RFP 
and  the  system  development  Grant 
Announcement  will  be  issued  in  April, 
1980.  Contract  and  grant  awards  in 
response  to  these  two  solicitations  will 
be  made  no  later  than  September  30, 
1980. 

FY  1980  contract  awards  for 
channeling  demonstration  projects  will 
be  made  for  a  period  of  two  years,  with 
a  three  year  option  to  renew. 
Consideration  of  renewal  options  will  be 
based  on  performance,  continuing 
evaluation  requirements  and  the 
continued  availability  of  federal  funds. 
Grant  awards  for  state  level  system 
development  projects  will  be  made  for  a 
period  of  one  year.  No  continuation 
grants  for  system  development  projects 
beyond  the  one  year  period  are 
contemplated. 

The  Department  anticipates  awarding 
up  to  ten  Channeling  Demonstration 
I^oject  contract  awards  in  FY  1980  and 
up  to  an  additional  ten  Channeling 
Demonstration  contracts  for 
implementing  other  channeling 
approches  in  FY  1981,  if  sufhcient  funds 
are  appropriated.  Except  for  those  states 
awarded  Channeling  Demonstration 
Project  contracts  in  FY  1980,  all  states 
are  eligible  to  receive  system 
development  project  grants. 

It  should  be  noted  that  Fiscal  Year 
1980  contract  awards  are  intended  to 
support  new  projects.  The  Department 
expects  that  continuation  requests  for 
existing  federally-funded  (or  waiver 
only)  demonstration  projects  which 
have  a  channeling  focus  will  be 
submitted  to  the  agency  currently 
supporting  the  project,  and  that 
continuation  support  will  be  negotiated 
directly  with  that  agency.  In  Fiscal  Year 
1981,  the  Department  may  consider 
including  such  federally  supported 
projects  in  the  National  Channeling 
Demonstration  Program. 

Requests  for  Fiscal  Year  1980 
Soliciations 

As  stated  previously,  both  the 
channeling  demonstration  project  FRP 
and  the  long-term  care  system 
development  Grant  Annoimcement  are 
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expected  to  be  issued  in  April,  1980.  It 
currently  is  anticipated  that  the  RFP(s) 
relating  to  the  national  evaluation  and 
technical  assistance  aspects  of  the 
Program  also  will  be  issued  in  April. 
Notices  of  the  issuance  of  the  REPs  and 
Grant  Announcement  will  be  placed  in 
the  Commerce  Business  Daily  or  the 
Federal  Register,  as  appropriate. 

Copies  of  this  revised  notice  and  of 
the  Channeling  Demonstration  Project 
RFP  are  being  sent  automatically  to  all 
individuals  and  organizations  that 
requested  to  be  placed  on  the 
Department’s  mailing  list  as  a  result  of 
the  December  21st  Notice.  Copies  of  the 
Long-Term  Care  System  Development 
Grant  Announcement  also  will  be  sent 
automatically  to  Governor’s  Offices  and 
other  Relevant  State  Agencies.  Other 
organizations  or  individuals  wishing  to 
receive  the  Grant  Announcement  and/or 
the  Channeling  Demonstration  Project 
RFP  may  request  a  copy  from  the 
appropriate  issuing  agency  after  notices 
of  their  issuance  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  or  the  Commerce 
Business  Daily. 

John  L  Palmer, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  Designate. 

March  18. 1980. 

(FR  Doa  80-8740  Filed  S-ZO-dO;  8:45  am) 

BI  LUNG  CODE  4110-12-M 


Privacy  Act  of  1974;  New  System  of 
Records. 

agency:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation 
(ASPE),  DHEW. 

action:  Notification  of  New  System  of 
Records. 

summary:  In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
552a(e)(4),  we  are  issuing  public  notice 
of  our  intent  to  establish  a  new  system 
of  records:  Michigan  Longitudinal  Study 
(also  called  the  Panel  Study  of  Income 
Dynamics),  HEW/OS/ASPE,  09-90- 
0081.  We  are  proposing  also  to  include 
routine  uses  with  the  system  in 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552a(e](ll). 
The  proposed  new  system  will  permit 
the  contination  of  the  conduct  of  a 
longitudinal  study  of  a  nationally 
representative  sample  of  households, 
the  validation  of  data  collected  from 
respondents,  the  following  from  year-to- 
year  of  respondents.  Non-individually 
identiHable  data  are  used  for  analysis 
by  the  contractor  for  this  study,  any 
agency  of  government,  and  any  member 
of  the  public  who  wishes  to  conduct 
statistical  analysis  of  such  data. 

We  will  collect  data  on  about  6300 
families  containing  about  18000 
individuals.  Because  we  follow  persons 


who  leave  home  to  establish  households 
of  their  own,  the  number  of  families 
interviewed  each  year  grows.  This  is  the 
minimum  number  of  families  that  are 
necessary  in  a  study  of  this  type  to  yield 
statistically  reliable  national  estimates 
for  cross-sectional  and  longitudinal 
analyses. 

This  system  of  records  has  existed 
since  1968  when  the  study  it  supports 
began.  A  legal  opinion  of  the  General 
Counsel  of  the  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare  determined  that 
this  system  did  not  fall  under  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974.  Accordingly,  we 
deleted  the  system  of  records  for  this 
study  from  the  Department’s  inventory 
of  systems  of  records  by  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (41  FR  40707, 

September  20, 1976).  A  recent  legal 
opinion  by  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
determined  that  this  study  did  fall  under 
the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  We  propose  to 
issue  a  public  notice  of  our  intent  to 
establish  a  new  system  of  records  in 
accordance  with  this  legal  opinion. 

We  invite  public  comments  on  these 
proposals,  including  the  routine  use 
disclosures  described  in  the  routine  use 
section  of  the  notice. 

DATES:  We  filed  a  report  of  new  system 
of  records  with  the  Ftesident  of  the 
Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  the  Director,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  on 
March  4. 1980.  This  system  will  become 
effective,  except  for  the  routine  use 
disclosures,  on  March  21. 1980.  The 
proposed  routine  uses  unless  we  receive 
will  become  effective  April  21, 1980, 
comments  which  would  result  in  a 
contrary  determination. 
address:  Address  comments  to  the 
ASPE  Privacy  Officer.  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  200 
Independence  Ave.,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20201.  We  will  make  comments 
received  available  for  public  inspection 
in  Room  432E,  Hubert  Humphrey 
Building,  at  the  above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Gordon  P.  Goodfellow,  Project 
Monitor,  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation, 
200  Independence  Ave.,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201,  telephone  (202) 
245-7181. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  We  are 

proposing  to  establish  this  system  to 
permit  the  continuation  of  a  longitudinal 
data  collection  from  a  nationally 
representative  sample  of  households.  In 
order  to  conduct  a  study  which  returns 
year-after-year  to  the  same  individuals 
it  is  necessary  to  maintain  a  list  of  the 
names,  current  addresses  and  telephone 
numbers  of  respondents  in  the  sample. 


Furthermore,  because  the  study  design 
calls  for  following  persons  who  leave 
households  to  establish  households  of 
their  own.  it  is  necessary  to  add  new 
names,  addresses  and  telephone 
numbers  to  the  list  of  names,  addresses 
and  telephone  niunbers,  as  well  as 
updating  the  list  fix)m  information 
provided  by  respondents.  Also,  it  is 
necessary  to  link  current  data  collected 
from  respondents  through  interviews 
with  data  previously  collected  from  the 
same  respondent,  lliis  is  made  possible 
by  unique  identification  numbers 
common  to  the  list  of  names,  addresses, 
and  telephone  numbers  and  to  non- 
individually  identifiable  data  that  are 
collected  fi'om  respondents  through 
interviews.  Thus,  the  file  that  contains 
the  names  of  respondents  also  contains 
each  of  the  yearly  identification 
numbers  assigned  to  individuals  in  the 
study.  The  lii^  between  this  year’s  and 
previous  years’  non-individually 
identifiable  data  is  through  these 
identification  numbers.  Because  we  pay 
respondents  for  their  participation,  we 
maintain  certain  accounting  information 
on  the  file  that  contains  the  names  and 
addresses  of  respondents.  Heretofore, 
access  to  this  file  by  the  name  of  a 
respondent  is  only  to  check  a  report  by  a 
respondent  that  he  has  not  received 
payment.  This  system  is  neither 
designed  nor  intended  to  be  used  to 
measure  the  behavior  of  any  specific 
individual  with  respect  to  any  data  that 
are  collected  as  part  of  this  study 
through  the  interviews. 

’The  Privacy  Act  of  1974  allows  us  to 
disclose  information  without  the  consent 
of  the  individual  for  “routine  uses’’,  that 
is,  disclosure  for  purposes  which  are 
compatible  with  the  purposes  for  which 
the  data  are  collected.  Accordingly,  we 
are  establishing  two  routine  uses  of 
information  in  this  system.  These 
routine  uses  provide  for  disclosure  in 
response  to  congressional  inquires  made 
at  the  request  of  any  individual  included 
in  the  system  of  records  and  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  defend  any 
employee  or  component  of  DHEW  who 
may  be  involved  in  litigation  that  is 
likely  to  directly  affect  the  operations  of 
DHEW,  provided  the  disclosures  are 
compatible  with  the  purposes  for  which 
we  collected  the  information. 

Individually  identifiable  data  are 
maintained  at  the  University  of 
Michigan,  the  constractor  for  this  study. 
The  contractor  safeguards  the 
identifiable  data  according  the 
Department’s  ADP  Systems  Manual, 
“Part  6,  ADP  System  Security.” 
Identifiable  data  on  other  than  magnetic 
tape  of  disk  are  maintained  by  the 
contractor  in  locked  cabinets  in  a 
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limited  access  area.  Access  to 
identifiable  data  is  obtained  only  with 
the  specific  permission  of  the 
contractor’s  project  monitor  and  only  for 
purposes  consistent  with  the  conduct  of 
a  longitudinal  study.  We  further  protect 
magnetic  data  with  special  account 
numbers  and  passwords. 

Since  we  propose  to  establish  this 
system  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Privacy  Act,  we 
anticipate  no  untoward  effect  on  the 
privacy  or  other  personal  rights  of 
individuals. 

Dated:  March  4, 1980. 

John  L.  Palmer, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  Designate. 

09-90-0081 

SYSTEM  name: 

Michigan  Longitudinal  Study  (also 
called  the  Panel  Study  of  Income 
Dynamics]  HEW/OS/ ASPE, 

SECURITY  CLASSinCATION: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Institute  for  Social  Research,  Survey 
Research  Center,  University  of 
Michigan,  Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48106. 

CATEGORIES  Of  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
system: 

A  national  sample  of  approximately 
6300  households  containing  about  18,000 
individuals  with  information  relating  to 
all  household  members. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

'The  contractor  maintains  two 
separate  sets  of  files.  One  contains 
identifiable  information  necessary  to 
conduct  the  study.  The  second  contains 
the  data  the  study  was  designed  to 
collect. 

The  identifiable  information  is  a  list  of 
names,  addresses,  and  current  telephone 
numbers  of  heads  of  household  and  the 
names  of  other  family  members.  This 
nie  also  contains  unique  identification 
numbers  used  to  link  this  year’s  non- 
individually  identified  data  with  similar 
data  fi'om  past  years.  In  addition, 
because  we  pay  respondents  for  their 
participation  in  the  study,  we  keep 
certain  accounting  information  on  the 
file — a  record  of  the  issuance  and 
cancellation  of  a  check.  Heretofore, 
access  by  the  contractor  to  the 
identifiable  data  by  name  and  address 
has  been  only  to  check  a  report  by  a 
respondent  that  he  has  not  been  paid. 

Non-individually  identifiable 
information  includes  demographic 
characteristics,  sources  and  amounts  of 
income,  amount  and  kind  of  work, 
education  of  household  head  and  other 


family  members,  changes  in  family 
composition  through  the  years, 
residential  mobility,  attitudes  toward 
self  and  work,  and  life  style. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Section  232  of  the  Community 
Services  Act  of  1974. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Disclosure  may  be  made: 

1.  To  a  congressional  office  firom  the 
record  of  an  individual  in  response  to  an 
inquiry  from  the  congressional  office 
made  at  the  request  of  that  individual. 

2.  In  the  event  of  litigation  where  one 
of  the  parties  is  (a)  the  Department,  any 
component  of  the  Department,  or  any 
employee  of  the  Department  in  his  or 
her  official  capacity;  (b)  the  United 
States  where  the  Department  determines 
that  the  claim,  if  successful,  is  likely  to 
directly  affect  the  operations  of  the 
Department  or  any  of  its  components;  or 
(c)  any  Department  employee  in  his  or 
her  official  capacity  where  the  Justice 
Department  has  agreed  to  represent 
such  employee,  the  Department  may 
disclose  such  records  as  it  deems 
desirable  or  necessary  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  enable  that 
Department  to  effectively  represent  such 
party,  provided  such  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
such  records  were  collected. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSINO,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Magnetic  tape  and  disk,  paper  and 
card  records. 

retrievability: 

The  contractor  performs  linkage 
between  the  data  sets  through  a  number 
common  to  both  the  identified  data  and 
the  non-individually  identified  statistical 
data  for  purposes  of  validating  and 
matching  the  year-to-year  data. 
Heretofore,  except  for  checking  on  the 
payment  to  a  respondent,  linkage 
between  data  sets  is  always  from  the 
non-individually  identified  data  to  the 
identified  data  for  purposes  of 
validation  of  data  and  management  of 
data  collection. 

safeguards: 

The  contractor  stores  cover  sheets 
containing  individual  identifiers 
separately  from  the  questionnaires  that 
contain  other  non-individually 
identifiable  information.  Magnetic  tapes 
that  contain  individually  identifiable 
information  are  stored  in  a  locked  safe, 
and  the  cover  sheets  are  stored  in 


locked  file  cabinets  in  a  limited  access 
area.  Magnetic  data  are  further 
protected  by  special  account  numbers 
and  passwords. 

The  contractor  conforms  to  the 
Department’s  ADP  Systems  Manual, 
“Part  6,  ADP  System  Security."  Access 
to  the  numbers  associated  with  the 
identifiable  data  and  the  non- 
individually  identified  statistical  data 
(which  could  be  used  to  link  the 
identifiable  data — a  list  of  names, 
addresses,  and  telephone  numbers — 
with  the  data  collected  on  the 
questionnaires)  is  subject  to  the  specific 
approval  of  the  Project  Director  at  the 
Institute  for  Social  Research. 

Institute  for  Social  Research:  Non- 
individually  identifiable  data  are  used 
for  statistical  analysis  of  changes  in 
economic  status  through  time. 
Additional  research  topics  include,  but 
are  not  limited  to,  residential  mobility, 
family  breakup,  labor  supply,  and  the 
effects  of  government  programs. 

Information  with  individual  identifiers 
is  used  to  validate  data  and  to  locate 
respondents  firom  year-to-year.  These 
uses  are  performed  only  by  persons 
employed  by  the  Institute  for  Social 
Research  and  then  only  on  a  “need  to 
know"  basis.  The  data  without  personal 
identifiers  is  available  to  any  member  of 
the  public  or  to  any  agency  of 
government. 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation:  The  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation 
conducts  analysis  of  non-individually 
identifiable  data  similar  to  those 
conducted  by  the  Institute  for  Social 
Research. 

The  government  project  monitor  may 
have  access  to  the  identifiable  records 
only  to  monitor  the  contractor’s 
performance  of  the  study. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  cover  sheets 
and  magnetic  files  that  contain 
individually  identifiable  information  will 
be  destroyed  by  shredding  or 
degaussing  three  years  after  field  work 
on  this  study  ceases  or  at  such  time  as  it 
is  determined  that  no  further  validation 
of  the  data  will  be  undertaken. 

There  are  no  plans  for  the  destruction 
of  the  non-individually  identifiable 
statistical  data  that  have  been  collected 
on  respondents  over  the  life  of  this 
study. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  U.S.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  200 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201. 
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NOTinCATION  procedure: 

Dr.  James  N.  Morgan,  Institute  for 
Social  Research,  University  of  Michigan, 
Ann  Arbor,  Michigan  48106. 

An  individual  requesting  notice  as  to 
whether  the  system  of  records  contains 
information  pertaining  to  him  or  her 
should  write  to  the  Institute  for  Social 
Research  project  director  at  the  above 
address,  indicating  his  or  her  full  name, 
current  address  and  other  addresses 
used  since  December  31, 1967. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  who,  through  the 
notihcation  procedure  set  out  above, 
have  established  that  the  system  of 
records  contains  information  pertaining 
to  them  may  inspect  and  copy  those 
portions  of  the  records  pertaining  to 
them  at  the  Institute  for  Social  Research 
project  officer’s  place  of  business,  or  the 
project  ofRcer  will  establish  a  date  after 
which  the  record  will  be  available  at  a 
place  requested  by  the  individual. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Contact  the  project  oHicer  at  the 
Institute  for  Social  Research,  reasonably 
identify  the  record,  specify  the 
information  being  contested,  and  supply 
the  correct  information. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Information  is  obtained  either  from 
telephone  or  face-to-face  interviews 
each  year  since  1968. 

|FR  Doc.  80-7049  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-12-N 


Office  Of  Education 

National  Demonstration  Projects, 
Upward  Bound  and  Special  Services 
for  Disadvantaged  Students 

agency:  Office  of  Education,  HEW. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  Dates  and  Location 
for  Application  Preparation  Workshops. 

SUMMARY:  Two  Application  Preparation 
Workshops  will  be  conducted  to  aid 
prospective  applicants  in  developing 
applications  for  the  National 
Demonstrations  for  the  New  Concept 
Special  Services  and  the  Special 
Emphasis  Upward  Bound  projects. 
DATES:  Application  Preparation 
Workshops  will  be  conducted  on  April 
14, 1980  and  again  on  April  18, 1980. 
ADDRESS:  Auditorium,  First  Floor, 
Hubert  H.  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Ave.  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Program  Development  Branch,  Division 
of  Student  Services  and  Veterans 
Programs,  Room  3514,  ROB-3,  U.S. 
OfRce  of  Education,  400  Maryland 


Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 
Telephone:  (202)  245-2511. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Each 
Application  Preparation  Workshop  will 
be  one  day  in  length.  Registration  for 
each  workshop  will  begin  at  8:30  a.m. 
Presentations  are  scheduled  from  9:00 
a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 

The  presentations  will  include  a 
review  of  the  requirements  for  Hling 
applications  for  grants  under  the  Special 
Programs  for  Students  from 
Disadvantaged  Backgroimds  and  a 
review  of  the  regulations  and  the 
concept  papers  for  the  New  Concept 
Special  Services  and  the  Special 
Emphasis  Upward  Bound  programs. 
Time  will  be  provided  throughout  the 
day  for  questions  and  answers. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Numbers;  13.482  Special  Services  for 
Disadvantaged  Students;  and  13.492  Upward 
Bound) 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

William  L.  Smith, 

U.S.  Commissioner  of  Education. 

(FR  Doc.  80-S722  Fikd  3-30-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4110-<>a-M 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

New  System  of  Records 

agency:  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Immediate 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 
action:  Notification  of  a  New  System  of 
Records. 


summary:  The  Secretary’s  Advisory 
Committee  Candidate  File  (#09-90- 
0080)  supports  the  staffrng  and 
personnel  requirements  of  the 
Department  for  encumbent,  and  vacant 
positions  on  Advisory  Committees.  We 
invite  interested  parties  to  submit 
comments  on  routine  uses  of  the  system 
on  or  before  April  21, 1980. 
dates:  The  new  system  report  was  sent 
to  OMB  and  the  Congress  on  March  17, 
1980.  The  new  system  will  be 
operational  sixty  days  after  this  date 
(May  16, 1980)  unless  we  receive 
comments  on  the  routine  uses  which 
would  result  in  a  contrary 
determination. 

ADDRESS:  Public  comments  should  be 
sent  to  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary  for  Advisory 
Committees  (HEW-OS-IOS),  Room 
633F,  Hubert  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Contact  Dr.  Elizabeth  Johns,  Special 
Assistant  to  the  Secretary,  Room  633F, 


200  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C7,  (202)  245-6891. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
Candidate  File  system  is  used  within  the 
Department  to  catalogue  those 
individuals  who  wish  to  be  considered 
for  vacancies  on  Advisory  Committees. 

Access  to  the  computer  fries  is 
controlled  through  a  unique 
identification  and  password  system,  and 
these  controls  are  only  available  to 
those  individuals  assigned  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  staff. 

DHEW  will  modify  the  current  system 
concept  to  add  the  capability  to 
interactively  create  and  maintain 
individual  records  on  the  computer  frle 
for  each  candidate  wishing  to  be 
considered  for  a  position  on  an 
Advisory  Committee,  plus  the 
interactive  capability  to  retrieve  records 
from  the  frle  based  on  specifrc 
requirements  of  a  position  on  an 
Advisory  Committee. 

For  this  new  system  report  all  entries 
reflect  the  addition  of  state-of-the-art 
computer  technology  under  the 
management  of  the  Immediate  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  i.e.  the  use  of  an 
interactive,  on-line  computer  system  for 
individual  record  creations  and  updates 
plus  a  flexible  query  capability. 

Each  candidate  record  will  also 
contain  an  indicator  of  physical 
disability.  All  information  in  the  system 
will  be  safeguarded  with  unique 
identification  numbers  and  passwords. 
These  procedures  will  deny  access  to 
unauthorized  use  of  the  system. 

Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

Randolph  S.  Kinder, 

Executive  Secretary  to  the  Department 

09-90-0080 
SYSTEM  name: 

The  Secretary’s  Advisory  Committee 
Candidate  Files  HEW-IOS. 

SECURITY  classification: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Immediate  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Special  Assistant  to  the 
Secretary  for  Advisory  Committees, 
Room  633F  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  D.C.  20201. 

Computer  site  and  location:  ADP 
Network  Services,  Inc.,  40  2nd  Avenue, 
Waltham,  Mass.  02154. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
system: 

Individuals  who  are  being  considered 
for  membership  on  advisory  committees 
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within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare. 

CATEGORIES  OS  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Information  maintained  on  individuals 
recommended  as  members  of  Advisory 
Committees  subject  to  this  notice 
consists  of  one  or  more  of  the  following: 
name,  title,  sex,  physically  disabled 
indicator,  place  and  date  of  birth,  home 
address,  business  address, 
organizational  afhliation,  ethnic 
background,  resume,  curriculum  vitae, 
dates  of  term(s)  on  advisory  committee, 
current  status  on  advisory  committee, 
reason  for  leaving  advisory  committee, 
previous  or  current  membership  on  other 
advisory  committees,  special 
qualihcations  of  the  individual  for  the 
advisory  committee  membership,  source 
who  recommended  the  individual  for 
membership  on  advisory  committee  and 
miscellaneous  correspondence. 
Additionally,  letters  of  recommendation 
are  included  in  the  Hie. 

AUTHORITV  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
EYSTEM: 

5  U.S.C.  3301. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  M 
THE  SYSTEM,  WCUIDINQ  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  ANO  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

In  accordance  with  Appendix  B, 
Departmental  Regulations  (45  CFR  Part 
5b)  Items  01. 3. 

In  the  event  of  litigation  where  one  of 
the  parties  is  (a)  the  Department,  any 
component  of  the  Department,  or  any 
employee  of  the  Department  in  his  or 
her  ofHcial  capacity;  (b)  the  United 
States  where  the  Department  determines 
that  the  claim,  if  successful,  is  likely  to 
directly  a^ect  the  operations  of  the 
Department  or  any  of  its  components:  or 
(c)  any  Department  employee  in  his  or 
her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Justice  Department  has  agreed  to 
represent  such  employee,  the 
Department  may  disclose  such  records 
as  it  deems  desirable  or  necessary  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  enable  that 
Department  to  effectively  represent  such 
party,  provided  such  disclosure  is 
compatible  with  .the  purpose  for  which 
the  records  were  collected. 

Disclosure  may  be  made  to  a 
congressional  office  from  the  record  of 
an  individual  in  response  to  an  inquiry 
from  the  congressional  office  made  at 
the  request  of  that  individual. 

FOUCIES  ANO  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  ANO 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Records  are  maintained  in  hard-copy 
stored  in  Hie  cabinets,  on  index  cards, 
on  magnetic  tape,  or  in  computer 
storage. 


retrievabiuty: 

For  the  most  part  records  are 
maintained  in  an  alphabetical  index  by 
name  of  the  individual.  Certain  files  are 
based  on  other  factors.  e.g..  Advisory 
Conunittee  name,  with  a  cross  index 
based  on  an  alphabetical  listing  of 
individuals.  Certain  other  records  are 
retrievable  by  individually  identifiable 
computer  identification  codes,  last 
name,  first  name,  sex,  handicapped 
indicator,  professional  expertise  and 
ethnic  badcground.  All  fields  within  the 
individual  computer  record  can  be 
accessed  by  the  computer  system 
language,  and  are  available  for 
administrative  purposes  via  on-line, 
interactive  terminals  either  in  hard-copy 
or  electronic  visual  display  devices  for 
reports.  Records  of  candidates  for 
Advisory  Committees  will  be  created 
and  maintained  on  the  data  base  which 
is  accessible  by  on-line,  interactive 
computer  technology.  Uses  include 
special  administrative  reports,  quarterly 
alphabetical  listings  of  past  present 
and  recommended  members  of  Advisory 
Committees,  computer  lists  of  vacancies, 
acceptances,  separations,  active 
members,  statistical  reports  by  sex, 
youth,  geographical  location,  etc.; 
documentation  of  nominations:  and 
other  administrative  needs. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Direct  access  to  records  is  restricted 
to  authorized  personnel  through  locked 
files,  rooms,  and  buildings  as  well  as 
building  pass  and  security  guard  sign-in 
systems.  Certain  facilities  are  also 
protected  by  closed  circuit  television 
systems.  Computer  systems  are  secured 
through  locked  magnetic  tape  libraries 
as  well  as  lockword-password  computer 
access  systems. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Retention  is  variable  from  one  year  to 
permanent  retention  depending  upon  the 
type  of  record,  e.g.,  names  of  former 
members  of  advisory  committees  are 
retained  permanently.  Records  are 
disposed  of  as  trash  by  the  system 
manager  or  Office  of  ^curity  depending 
on  the  confidentiality  of  the  information 
contained  on  the  record. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADORESS: 

Dr.  Elizabeth  Johns.  Room  633  F 
Humphrey  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue.  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20201 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Write  to  the  Systems  Manager  at  the 
above  address. 

Verification  of  identification  of 
individuals  inquiring  as  to  information 
contained  in  this  system  of  records  will 
be  required  by  the  submission  of  full  last 


name,  first  name,  and  address  of 
residence. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Same  as  notification  procediu*es. 
Requesters  should  also  reasonably 
specify  the  record  contents  being  sought 
(These  access  procedures  are  in 
accordance  with  the  Department 
Regulations  (45  CFR,  Section  5b.5(a)(2) 
Federal  Register,  October  8. 1975,  page 
47410). 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

Contact  the  official  at  the  address 
specified  under  notification  procedures 
above,  and  reasonably  identify  the 
record  and  specify  the  information  to  be 
contested.  (These  procedures  are  in 
accordance  with  Department 
Regulations  (45  CFR  Section  5b.7) 
Federal  Register,  October  8. 1975,  page 
47411). 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

The  vast  majority  nf  information 
contained  in  records  on  individuals  is 
obtained  directly  from  the  individual. 
Other  information  in  the  form  of 
references  and  recommendations  is 
obtained  from  other  private  individuals, 
program  personnel,  biographical 
reference  books,  private  organizations, 
former  employers,  regional  offices  of 
HEW,  Members  of  Congress,  and  other 
government  sources. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT:  None. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8784  Filed  3-20-80;  8:48  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4110-12-M 


Office  of  Public  Affairs;  Statement  of 
Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  A.  Office  of  the  Secretary, 

Chapter  AP,  Office  of  Public  Affairs  (43 
FR  52062,  November  8. 1978  as  amended 
44  FR  49310,  August  22, 1979)  is 
replaced.  The  following  is  inserted  in  its 
place  reflecting  a  new  statement  of 
organization  and  functions. 

Replace  Chapter  AP  with  the 
following: 

AP.00  Mission 
AP.IO  Organization 
AP.20  Functions 

Section  AP.OO.  Mission.  The  mission 
of  the  Office  of  Public  Affairs  is  to  serve 
as  the  Secretary’s  principal  public 
affairs  policy  advisor;  to  provide 
centralized  professional  leadership, 
communications  services,  and 
continuous  monitoring  and  evaluation  of 
Departmentwide  policies,  procedures  | 
and  operating  practices  regarding  public 
affairs  activities;  and  to  administer  the  j 
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Freedom  of  Information  and  Privacy 
Acts. 

Section  AP.IO.  Organization.  The 
Office  of  Public  Affairs — headed  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Public  Affairs, 
who  reports  to  the  Secretary — consists 
of  the  following  organizations: 

The  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Public  Affairs 

The  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Operations  Management,  News 
Division,  Regional  Liaison  Division, 
Freedom  of  Information/Privacy  Division 
The  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
.  for  Conununication  Planning, 
Communication  Services  Division, 
Management,  Planning  and  Evaluation 
Division 

The  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Issue  and  Policy  Analysis,  Policy 
Analysis  Division 

Section  AP.20.  Functions. 

A.  The  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Public  A  ffairs: 

Provides  executive  leadership,  policy 
direction,  and  management  strategy  for 
the  Department’s  public  affairs 
programs  and  activities.  Counsels  and 
pets  for  the  Secretary  and  the 
Department  in  carrying  out 
responsibilities  under  statutes. 
Presidential  directives,  and  Secretarial 
orders  for  informing  the  general  public, 
specialized  audiences,  HEW  employees, 
and  other  Federal  employees  about  the 
programs,  policies  and  services  of  the 
Department.  Establishes  and  enforces 
policies  and  practices  which  produce  an 
accurate,  clear,  efficient  and  consistent 
flow  of  information  to  the  general  public 
and  other  audiences  about 
Departmental  programs  and  activities. 

Maintains  channels  and  procedures 
for  transmitting  to  the  Departmental 
policy  officials  information  on  how  the 
Department’s  programs  and  proposals 
are  viewed  by  both  the  general  and 
specialized  publics. 

Consults  on  the  selection  of  key  public 
affairs  personnel  in  the  Principal 
Operating  Components  (POCs)  and  the 
Regions.  Coordinates  and  advises  on 
various  public  affairs  personnel  matters 
throughout  the  Department.  Concurs  in 
all  public  affairs  plans  and  budgets  for 
the  POCs  and  regional  offices  and 
otherwise  exercises  functional 
supervision  over  their  public  affairs 
activities. 

Insures  coordination  among  public 
affairs  components.  Manages  public 
affairs  issues  and  special  activities  that 
cut  across  POC  lines. 

Reviews  and  approves  all  news 
releases,  publications  and  audiovisual 
materials  produced  with  Departmental 
funds.  Reviews  and  approves  contracts 
for  public  affairs  services. 


B.  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Operations  Management: 

Is  responsible  for  policies  and 
activities  related  to  providing  the  public 
information  about  the  Department’s 
policies  and  programs  through  the  news 
media,  editorial  services,  field  liaison, 
citizen  participation  and  information 
access  and  privacy  protection. 

Is  responsible  for  management 
oversight  of  OASPA  administration. 

Provides  administrative  and 
budgetary  services  for  the  Office  of 
Public  Affairs. 

Provides  advice  and  assistance  on  all 
public  affairs  matters  to  the  Offices  of 
Planning  and  Evaluation,  Inspector 
General  and  Refugee  Affairs  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary. 

B.l.  News  Division: 

Plans,  directs  and  coordinates  the 
issuance  of  public  information  from 
HEW  to  the  news  media. 

Prepares  news  releases  and  other 
news  material  for  the  Secretary  and 
other  top  Department  officials.  Reviews 
all  news  releases  and  other  news 
materials  prepared  by  HEW 
components. 

Coordinates  and  arranges  news 
conferences,  briefings,  interviews  and 
appearances  by  the  Secretary  and  other 
key  HEW  officials  with  the  press  and 
broadcast  media. 

Directs  the  preparation  of  the  Green 
Sheet,  a  daily  compilation  of  news 
concerning  HEW  programs  and 
activities. 

B.2.  Freedom  of  Information/Privacy 
Division: 

Administers  information  access  and 
privacy  protection  laws  and  HEW 
regulations  implementing  these  laws  to 
insure  Department-wide  consistency  in 
information  disclosme/confidentiality 
policies,  practices  and  procedures.  Such 
laws  include  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  and  the  Privacy  Act,  as  well  as  the 
open  meetings  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  and  the 
disclosure  provisions  of  the  Ethics  in 
Government  Act. 

In  concert  with  Office  of  General 
Counsel  staff,  assists  in  development  of 
regulations  implementing  these  statutes 
and  develops  policy  interpretations  and 
guidelines  as  well  as  procedmal 
materials  and  training  programs  for  all 
Department  components. 

^ovides  responses  to  requests  made 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
and  determines  the  availability  of 
records  and  information  under  the  law 
and  HEW  regulations. 

Directs  operation  of  the  HEW  Public 
Reading  Room,  and  the  visitors 
information  and  telephone  locator  • 
services.  Provides  policy  guidance  on 


and  maintains  the  index  of  materials 
required  by  FOIA. 

B. 3.  Regional  Liaison  Division: 

Serves  as  liaison  between  regional 

staff  and  headquarters  agencies. 

Coordinates  public  affairs  activities 
among  regions. 

Provides  technical  assistance  and 
general  information  to  public  affairs 
staff  in  the  regions. 

Advises  the  ASPA  on  all  regional 
public  affairs  issues  and  procedures. 

Provides  briefing  materials  for 
Presidential  and  Secretarial  travel  to  the 
regions.  * 

Coordinates,  assists  and  maintains 
liaison  with  all  elements  of  the 
Department,  including  the  regions  in 
outreach  activities. 

Reviews,  and  approves  or 
disapproves,  proposals  for  citizen 
participation  by  all  elements  of  the 
Department.  Acts  as  the  central 
resource  within  HEW  for  information  on 
citizen  participation  techniques  and 
procedures. 

Insures  that  Spanish-speaking 
communities  have  access  to  information 
about  the  Department’s  programs  and 
activities. 

Conducts  the  HEW  Speakers  Bureau 
and  coordinates  the  scheduling  of 
speaking  engagements  of  policy-level 
officials  of  the  Department. 

C.  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Communication  Planning: 

Is  responsible  for  policies  and 
activities  related  to  managing  the 
process  by  which  the  Department 
communicates  directly  with  the  public 
through  multi-media  information 
campaigns.  This  includes 
commimication  planning,  evaluation, 
review,  approval  and  program  support 
services. 

C.l.  Communication  Services 
Division: 

Exercises  management  oversight  of  all 
audiovisual  activities  in  and  for  the 
Department. 

Establishes  Departmental  policy  and 
procedures  for  the  procurement,  design, 
production,  distribution  and  quality 
control  of  audiovisual  products  and 
exhibits. 

Reviews  and  approves  all  audiovisual 
products  and  exhibits. 

Reviews  audiovisual  aspects  of  HEW 
components’  public  affairs  plans  to 
insure  they  are  supportive  of  HEW 
policy. 

Monitors,  coordinates  and  provides 
technical  assistance  on  the  development 
of  audiovisual  products  and  exhibits. 

Reviews  and  approves  all  HEW 
publications. 

Establishes  Departmental  policy  and 
procedures  for  the  design,  production. 
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distribution  and  quality  control  of 
publications. 

Reviews  publication  aspects  of  HEW 
components'  public  affairs  plans  to 
insure  they  are  supportive  of 
Departmental  priorities  and  standards. 

Monitors,  coordinates  and  provides 
technical  assistance  on  development  of 
publications  products. 

Establishes  and  monitors  graphic 
standards  throughout  the  Department. 

Develops  policies  and  procedures  for 
the  review,  evaluation  and  clearance  of 
the  public  affairs  aspects  of  all  contracts 
and  grant  applications. 

C. 2.  Management,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  Division: 

Develops  policies  and  procedures  and 
provides  technical  guidance,  central 
review,  coordination,  evaluation  and 
clearance  for  all  communication, 
information  and  public  affairs  plans, 
projects  and  programs  of  the 
Department’s  operating  components. 

Establishes  standards  of  performance; 
develops  testing  and  evaluation  systems 
standards;  provides  management 
overview  and  mechanisms  for  reporting 
evaluation  findings;  and  coordinates 
centralized  testing  and  evaluation 
activities  for  all  communication 
activities  within  the  Department 
Initiates,  designs  and  conducts 
intermediary  programs  involving 
national  and  community  organizations, 
minority  and  women’s  groups,  and  other 
organizations  concerned  with  areas 
addressed  by  the  Department  policies, 
programs  and  issues. 

Manages  and  coordinates  a  variety  oi 
communication  services  throughout  the 
Department  such  as  message  testing, 
placement  and  distribution  and  surveys 
of  message  usage. 

D.  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Issue  and  Policy  Analysim 

Analyzes  significant  policy  issues 
including  proposed  legislation  and 
regulations  for  their  impact  on  the 
Department,  the  general  public,  special 
publics  and  constituent  groups  and 
advises  the  Assistant  Secretary  and  ths 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretaries. 

Coordinates  the  public  affairs  review 
by  the  Principal  Operating  Components’ 
public  affairs  offices  of  issues,  proposed 
policies,  legislation  and  regulations 
originating  from  or  impacting  on  those 
components. 

Reviews  testimony  and  major  policy 
speeches;  prepares,  reviews  and  edits 
various  materials  reflecting 
Departmental  policy. 

D.l.  Policy  Analysis  Division: 

Reviews  program  decision  papers, 
proposed  regulations  and  other  issues 
for  Secretarial  decision  and  provides 
program  policy  recommendations. 


Assures  coordination  and  review  by 
appropriate  elements  within  OASPA  on 
issues  that  have  public  participation  and 
disclosure  aspects. 

Attends  regulation  panel  meetings 
and  coordinates  public  affairs 
involvement  in  regulations  with  public 
affairs  directors  throughout  the 
Department. 

l^epare  publications  with 
Departmentwide  implications.  Serves  as 
a  resource  for  preparing,  reviewing,  and 
editing  written  materials.  Prepares 
statements,  articles,  and  related 
material  for  the  Seo^tary  and  other  top 
Departmental  ofRcials. 

Drafts  other  materials  for  non- 
Departmental  publications. 

Edits  Congressional  testimony  of 
Departmental  officials. 

Dated:  March  14.  I960. 

Patricia  Roberts  Harris, 

Secretary.  , 

PR  Doc.  80-8741  Filed  s-aa-sa  MS  anq 
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Public  Health  Service 

Office  of  Health  Reteerch,  Statistics, 
and  Technology,  National  Center  for 
Health  Care  Technology;  Notification 
of  New  Policy  Notice 

The  National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology  (Center)  is  responsible  for 
providing,  for  the  Public  Health  Service 
(PHS),  medical  and  scientiffc  advice  to 
the  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA)  regarding  the 
appropriateness  of  coverage 
(reimbursement)  of  particular  health 
care  technologies  under  the  Health 
Insurance  for  the  Aged  program 
(Medicare).  The  Center  announces  that 
it  will  be  publishing  in  the  Federal 
Register,  on  a  trial  basis,  a  notice 
regarding  the  evaluation  of  each 
technology  for  which  the  HCFA  has 
requested  PHS  assistance  in 
establishing  Medicare  coverage 
regulations.  The  notice  will  provide  an 
opportunity  for  any  person  or  group 
wishing  to  provide  data  or  comment  on 
the  subject  technology,  30  days  to  do  so. 
These  data  and  comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Center  in-  its 
development  of  recommendations  to  the 
HCFA  on  the  safety  and  efficacy  of  the 
subject  technology,  and  the 
appropriateness  of  the  technology’s 
coverage  under  Medicare. 

The  Center  requests  that  any 
information  relevant  to  an  evaluation  be 
presented  in  writing,  and  that  a  written 
sununary  no  longer  than  10  pages 
accompany  any  literature  references  or 
analyses  of  clinical  data  that  are 
submitted. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

O.  B.  Towery,  M.D.,  Associate  Director 
for  Medical  and  Scientific  Assessment, 
National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology.  Room  17A-29  Parklawn 
Building,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857, 
(301)  443-4990. 

Dated:  March  12, 1960. 

Seymour  Perry, 

Director,  National  Center  for  Health  Care 
Technology. 

PR  Doc.  80-8688  Filed  3-20-60;  8:48  «■] 
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Health  Resources  Administration 

Grants  to  State  Health  Planning  «xl 
Development  Agencies,  Determination 
of  Population  of  the  States 

This  notice  provides  the  population 
figtu-es  the  Department  will  use  when  it 
determines  the  amount  of  grants  to  State 
Health  Planning  and  Development 
Agencies  (State  Agencies). 

Section  1525  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to  make 
grants  to  State  Agencies  to  assist  them 
to  meet  their  operating  costs.  The 
amount  of  each  grant  is  determined  by  a 
formula  which  is  based  in  part  on  a 
determination  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
population  of  the  States.  'This  formula  is 
provided  in  the  regulations  governing 
grants  to  State  Agencies  (42  CFR  Part 
123,  Subpart  C).  Section  123.204(b)  of 
these  regulations  provides  that  the 
Secretary  will  determine  the  population 
of  each  State  based  upon  the  latest 
available  estimate  from  the  Department 
of  Commerce,  and  will  publish  annually 
in  the  Federal  Register  a  list  of  all  States 
and  their  populations. 

Today’s  list  is  based  primarily  on  the 
July  1, 1979  provisional  estimates  in  the 
report  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census, 

Series  P-25,  No.  868.  However,  the 
population  ffgures  for  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands.  Guam,  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  and  the 
Northern  Mariana  Islands  are  based  on 
the  July  1, 1976  estimates,  the  latest 
available  for  these  jurisdictions. 

The  population  figures  for  Hawaii, 

Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia  in  this  listing  vary  slightly 
from  those  in  our  January  2  publication, 
“Determination  of  Population  of  Health 
Service  Areas,’’  (45  FR  93).  Section  1536 
of  the  Act  precludes  certain  States  and 
Territories  from  establishing  health 
service  areas  and  designating  health 
systems  agencies  (HSAs)  and  authorizes  , 
these  States  to  receive  a  grant  to 
perform  HSA  functions.  For  purposes  of 
computing  this  grant  to  these  1536  States 
their  population  must  be  determined  on 
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the  same  basis  it  is  determined  for  a 
HSA  (123.501(c)).  Consequently,  the 
population  hgures  for  Hawaii.  Rhode 
Island  and  the  District  of  Columbia  that 
appear  in  this  notice  come  from  the  July 
1. 1979  provisional  estimates  while  the 
figures  for  those  States  in  the  earlier 
notice  came  from  the  July  1. 1977 
revenue-sharing  estimates. 

Accordingly,  the  Secretary  has  made 
the  following  determination  of 
populations  of  the  States. 

Dated:  March  17. 1980. 

Henry  A.  Foley 


Population  of  ttM  States  for  Purpoaea  of 
Determination  of  Planning  and  Development 
Grants.  Fiscal  Year  1980* 


Aitbama . . 

3.769.0(X) 
406, (XX) 

30.000 

2,450.000 

2,180,000 

22,696.000 

2.772.000 

3,115,000 

582,000 

656,000 

8.860,000 

5,118.000 

96,000 

Guam  (Sec.  1536) - 

Hawaii  (Sec.  1536)  _ 

915,000 

905,000 

11,230,000 

5,400,000 

2,903,000 

2,369,000 

3,527,000 

4,026,000 

1,097,000 

4.149,000 

5,769,000 

9,208.000 

4,060,000 

2,406,000 

4.868,000 

786,000 

1,574,000 

702,000 

887,000 

7,332,000 

1J241.000 

17.649,000 

5.606.000 

657,000 

Naw  York  . 

16,000 

10,731,000 

2,892,000 

2.527.000 

11.731:000 

3.205,000 

Ohio . . 

Puerto  Rico  (Sec.  1536) _ 

929,000 

2.932.000 

689,000 

4,380,000 

13.365,000 

110,000 

Trual  Temlofy  (Sec.  1536) _ 

Utah . .  .. 

1,367,000 

493,000 

5.197,000 

95,000 

3.926.000 

1,878,000 

4,720,000 

450,000 

Total . 

223,662,000 

‘Population  based  on  Bureau  of  the  Census  provisional  es¬ 
timates  for  July  1, 1979,  except  for  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin  Is- 

lands,  Guam,  tha  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands  and  the 
Northern  Maiana  Islands.  The  latest  available  figures  for 
these  territories  are  the  July  1. 1970  estimates. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8635  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Eastern  Gulf  of  Alaska  Outer 
Continental  Shelf;  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Statement  Regarding 
Proposed  Eastern  Gulf  of  Alaska  OCS 
Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  No.  55 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
has  prepared  a  Bnal  environmental 
statement  relating  to  a  proposed  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  (OCS)  oil  and  gas 
lease  sale  of  350  tracts  consisting  of 
792.085  hectares  (1,952,242  acres)  of 
submerged  Federal  lands  off  the  coast  of 
the  eastern  Gulf  of  Alaska  (OCS  Sale 
No.  55) 

Single  copies  of  the  Hnal 
environmental  statement  can  be 
obtained  from  the  Office  of  Manager, 
Alaska  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  620  E.  10th 
Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1159,  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99510,  and  from  the  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  (130),  Washington,  D.C. 
20240. 

Copies  of  the  Hnal  environmental 
statement  will  also  be  made  available 
for  inspection  in  the  following  public 
libraries:  Alaska  Federation  of  Natives, 
670  W.  Fireweed  Lane.  Anchorage. 
Alaska  99501;  Department  of  Interior. 
Alaska  Resources  Library,  733  W.  4th 
Avenue,  Anchorage.  Alaska  99501; 

Kenai  Community  Library,  Box  157, 
Kenai,  Alaska  99611;  North  Star  Borough 
Library,  Fairbanks,  Alaska  99701; 
University  of  Alaska,  Institute  of 
Economics  and  Government  Research 
Library,  Fairbanks,  Alaska  99081;  Z.  J. 
Loussac  Public  Library,  427  F  Street, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99801;  Alaska  State 
Library,  Juneau,  Alaska  99811;  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs  School  Library,  Elim, 
Alaska  99739;  Department  of  Defense, 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Library, 
Anchorage.  Alaska  99510;  Department  of 
Interior  Bureau  of  Mines  Library,  AF- 
F.O.  Center,  P.O.  Box  550,  Juneau, 

Alaska  99802;  Ketchikan  Community 
College,  7th  and  Madison,  Ketchikan. 
Alaska  99901;  Seldovia  Public  Library, 
Alaska  99663;  University  of  Alaska — 
Juneau  Library,  P.O.  Box  1447,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99802;  Anchor  Point  Public 
Library,  Anchor  Point.  Alaska  99556; 
Cordova  Public  Library,  Cordova, 

Alaska  99574;  Elim  Learning  Center, 

Elim,  Alaska  99739;  Haines  Public 
Library,  Haines,  Alaska  99827;  Homer 
Public  Ubrary,  Homer,  Alaska  99603; 
Juneau  Memorial  Library,  Douglas 
Public  Library,  114  W.  4th  Street,  Juneau, 
Alaska  99824;  Ketchikan  Public  Library, 


629  Dock  Street,  Ketchikan,  Alaska 
99901;  Kodiak  Public  Library 
Association,  Inc.,  Kodiak,  Alaska  99615; 
Metlakatla  Extension  Center, 
Metlakatla,  Alaska  99926;  Petersburg 
Extension  Center,  Petersburg,  Alaska 
99833;  Seward  Community  Library, 
Seward.  Alaska  99664;  Sitka  Community 
Library,  Sitka,  Alaska  99835;  University 
of  Alaska — Anchorage  Library,  3211 
Providence  Drive,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99504;  University  of  Alaska,  Elmer  E. 
Rasmusson  Library,  Fairbanks,  Alaska 
99701;  Wrangell  Extension  Center, 
Wrangell,  Alaska  99929. 

Ed  Hastey, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management. 

Approved:  March  18, 1980 
James  H.  Rathlesberger, 

Special  Assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Interior, 

fFR  Do&  80-8659  Piled  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Wyoming  01185] 

Wyoming;  Appiication 
March  12. 1980. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  the 
Montana-Dakota  Utilities  Company  of 
Bismarck,  North  Dakota  Bled  an 
application  to  amend  their  right-of-way 
grant  to  construct  a  12  inch  loop  line 
within  the  existing  right-of-way  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  natural  gas 
across  the  following  described  public 
lands  in  Big  Horn  County: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  49  N..  R.  92  W.. 

Sec.  30,  lots  7, 8, 9, 13, 16,  and  17; 

T.  49  N..  R.  93  W.. 

Sec.  3.  lot  4.  Sy2NWy4.  NEy4SWy4. 

WViiEye.  and  SEyeSEye; 

Sec.  4,  lot  1; 

Sec.  10.  NEy4NEy4: 

Sec.  11.  wviNwy4.  NV4Swy4.  SEy4Swy4. 
and  SWy4SEy4; 

Sec.’  14.’  Wy!NEy4.  SEy4NEy4.  and  Ey!SEy4: 
Sec.  24,  NWy4.  NEy4SWy4.  WysSE'A,  and 
SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  25.  NEy4NEy4. 

T.  50  N.,  R.  93  W., 

Sec.  5.  lot  4.  Sy2NWy4.  and  E%SWy4. 

Sec.  8.  wyiNEy4.  NEy4Nwy4.  wy2SEy4. 

and  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  17.  NEy4NEy4; 

Sec.  21.  WyiNWy4.  and  SEy4SWy4; 

Sec.  28.  EV4WVi.  and  SWy4SEy4; 

Sec.  33.  wy!NEy4.  NEy4Nwy4.  Ny2SEy4, 
and  SEy4SEy4. 

T.  51  N..  R.  93  W.. 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  thru  4; 

Sec.  19.  lots  1.  2.  SEy4NWy4.  and 
Sec.  30.  SWy4NEy4.  Ey!NWy4.  and 
V/V4SEV4-. 

Sec.  31.  NyiNEy4.  SEy4NEy4.  and 
NEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  32.  WyiSWy4. 
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T.  51  N.  R.  94  W. 

Sec.  i’.  lot  5.  Eviswy4.  and  SVVy4SEV'4: 

Sec.  12.  W%NEy4.  NV4SEy4.  and  SEy4SEy4: 
Sec.  13.  Ey8NEy4. 

T.  52  N..  R.  94  W.. 

Sec.  26.  lot  3.  NEy4SEy4. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be 
proceeding  with  consideration  of 
whether  the  application  should  be 
approved  and.  if  so,  under  what  terms 
and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly. 
Persons  submitting  coments  should 
include  their  name  and  address  and 
send  them  to  the  District  Manager, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
119, 1700  Robertson  Avenue,  Worland. 
Wyoming  82401. ' 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and  Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR  Doc  80-6640  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am) 
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Minnesota;  Final  Initial  Wilderness 
Inventory  Decision  and 
Commencement  of  Intensive  Inventory 

This  notice  announces  the  final  initial 
wilderness  inventory  decision  and  the 
commencement  of  intensive  inventory  ol 
public  lands  and  islands  (excluding 
Koochiching  Bog  Units  42  and  45) 
administered  by  the  Bmeau  of  Land 
Management  (BLM)  in  Minnesota.  The 
decision  is  announced  under  the 
authority  of  Section  603  of  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of 
1976.  the  BLM  Wilderness  Inventory 
Handbook,  and  Organic  Act  Directive 
78-61,  Change  2. 

The  initial  wilderness  inventory 
proposals  for  Minnesota  and  a  90-day 
public  review  and  comment  period  were 
announced  in  the  Federal  Register 
September  28, 1979.  The  comment  period 
ended  December  27, 1979.  (As  the  result 
of  a  separate  accelerated  intensive 
inventory  of  Koochiching  Bog  Units  42 
and  45,  the  final  decision  was 
announced  in  the  February  22, 1980 
Federal  Register  to  drop  those  areas 
from  further  wilderness  review.  The 
decision  becomes  effective  March  24. 
1980  unless  timely  protests  are 
received.)  This  notice  relates  to  the 
initial  wilderness  inventory  for  all 
remaining  public  lands  and  islands  by 
BLM  in  Minnesota. 

Final  Initial  Inventory  Decision 

Intensive  inventory  will  be  conducted 
on  172  islands  originally  recommended 
for  study  in  the  report  “Initial  Inventory 
Proposals  for  Public  Lands  and  Islands 
in  Minnesota*'  (September  1979),  plus 
two  additional  islands  (Carlton  #003 


and  #004)  located  in  the  Kettle  River  in 
Carlton  County,  Minnesota.  The 
remaining  pubic  lands  and  islands 
administered  by  BLM  are  dropped  fi'om 
any  further  wilderness  review  because 
they  do  not  meet  the  wilderness  criteria 
as  specified  in  the  Wilderness  Inventory 
Handbook,  September  27, 1978.  The 
restrictions  imposed  by  Section  603  of 
the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  no  longer  apply  on 
those  lands  dropped  from  review. 

Report  of  Public  Response 

During  the  public  review  and 
comment  period,  four  public  meetings 
were  held;  media  coverage  encouraged 
response;  and  reports,  maps  and 
inventory  records  were  made  available. 
All  public  comments,  whether  presented 
verbally  or  in  writing,  were  equally 
considered. 

For  the  units  NOT  RECOMMENDED 
for  further  study  in  the  initial  inventory 
proposals,  one  public  comment 
identified  possible  outstanding 
opportunities  for  solitude  or  primitive 
recreation  on  two  islands  located  in  the 
Kettle  River  in  Cariton  County,  T.  46N., 

R.  20W..  Sec.  21  (#063)  and  Sec.  32 
(#004). 

Of  the  units  RECOMMENDED  for 
intensive  inventory  in  the  above  report, 
no  public  comments  identified 
outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude  or 
primitive  and  unconfined  recreation  for 
any  of  the  units.  Supplemental  values 
were  identified  for  some  units,  but  no 
comments  were  received  on  other 
wilderness  characteristics. 

Commencement  of  Intensive  Inventory 

The  intensive  wilderness  inventory  is 
now  underway  in  Minnesota  on  174 
islands,  totalling  701.21  acres.  Upon 
completion,  inventory  recommendations 
will  be  published  and  a  90-day  public 
review  and  comment  period  will  follow. 

Additional  Information 

For  additional  information  on  the 
wilderness  review  process,  or  for  copies 
of  inventory  reports,  maps  or  public 
comments,  contact: 

Director,  Eastern  States,  Bureau  of  Land 

Management,  350  South  Pickett  Street. 

Alexandria,  Virginia  22304.  telephone  (703) 

235-2840;  or 

Manager,  Lake  States  Oftice,  Bureau  of  Land 

Management,  125  Federal  Building,  Duluth, 

Minnesota  55802,  telephone  (218)  727-6692. 

Ext.  378. 

Pieter ).  Van  Zanden, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  States. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8713  FUed  3-30-80;  kOS  ml 
BILUNG  CODE  43tO-S4-M 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Species 
Permit;  Receipt  of  Application 

Applicant:  Cape  Cod  Museum  of 
Natural  History,  R.R.  1,  Route  6-A, 
Brewster,  Massachusetts  02631. 

The  applicant  requests  a  permit  to 
salvage  dead  specimens  of  leatherback 
[Dermochelys  coriacea),  Atlantic  ridley 
[Lepidochelys  kempi],  green  [Chelonia 
mydas)  and  loggerhead  [Caretta  caretta) 
sea  turtles  for  scientific  purposes.  No 
animals  will  be  killed  for  this  work. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  with  this  application  are 
available  to  the  public  during  normal 
business  hours  in  Room  601, 1000  N. 
Glebe  Road,  Arlington,  Virginia,  or  by 
writing  to  the  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Widlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington, 
O.C.  20240. 

This  application  has  been  assigned 
file  number  PRT  2-6390.  Interested 
persons  may  comment  on  this 
application  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
this  publication  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the  Director 
at  the  above  address.  Mease  refer  to  the 
file  number  when  submitting  comments. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

Donald  G.  Donahoo, 

Chief  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife  Permit 
Office.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Doc.  80-6748  Filed  3-20-60;  ft45  m) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-S5-M 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
Applicant  has  applied  in  due  form  for  a 
Permit  to  take  walrus  as  authorized  by 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the 
Regulations  Governing  the  Taking  and 
importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR 
Part  18). 

1.  Applicant: 

a.  Name:  Director,  National  Fish  & 
Wildlife  Laboratory. 

b.  Address;  Smithsonian  Institutioa 
Washington,  D.C.  20560. 

2.  Type  of  permit:  Scientific  Research. 

3.  Name  and  Number  of  Animals: 
Walrus  [Odobenus  romon/s/— 330. 

4.  Type  of  Activity:  Taking  tagging 
and  observation. 

5.  Location  of  Activity:  Western  Coast 
of  Alaska  and  on  pack  ice  in  Bering  and 
Chukchi  Seas. 

6.  Period  of  Activity:  April  1, 1980 
through  December  31, 1980. 

The  purpose  of  this  application  is  to 
determine  best  marking  techniques, 
study  haul-out  behavior,  obtain 
behavioral  and  population 
characteristics,  develop  techniques  to 
determine  the  condition  of  walnis. 
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Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  the 
Federal  Wildlife  Permit  OfHce  is 
forwarding  copies  of  this  application  to 
the  Marine  Mammal  Conunission  and 
the  Committee  of  ScientiHc  Advisors. 

The  application  has  been  assigned  file 
number  PRT  2-6330.  Written  data  or 
views,  or  requests  for  copies  of  the 
complete  application  or  for  a  public 
hearing  on  this  application  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (WPO),  Washington. 
D.C.  20240.  within  30  days  of  the 
publication  of  this  notice.  Those 
individuals  requesting  a  hearing  should 
set  forth  the  speciHc  reasons  why  a 
hearing  on  this  particular  application 
would  be  appropriate.  The  holding  of 
such  hearing  is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  application  are  summaries  of 
those  of  the  Applicant  and  do  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  views  of  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

Documents  submitted  in  connection 
with  the  above  application  are  available 
for  review  during  normal  business  hours 
in  Room  534. 1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  March  18. 1980. 

Fred  L.  Bolwahnn, 

Acting  Chief,  Permit  Branch,  Federal  Wildlife 
Permit  Office, 

|FR  Doc.  80-8747  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4310-55-M 

Geological  Survey 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  (OCS);  Oil  and 
Gas  Information  Program;  Availability 
of  Mid-Atlantic  Summary  Report  and 
OCS  Directory 

summary:  The  Hrst  in  a  series  of  reports 
that  provide  affected  States  with  current 
planning  information  on  OCS  oil  and  gas 
activities  has  been  published  in 
accordance  with  Section  26  of  the  OCS 
Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978  and  30 
CFR  252.4.  The  report,  focusing  on  the 
Mid-Atlantic,  provides  summary 
information  to  States  regarding:  current 
oil  and  gas  resource  estimates,  reserves, 
and  production  levels;  the  magnitude 
and  timing  of  OCS  exploration, 
development,  and  production:  strategies 
for  transporting  oil  and  gas;  and  the 
location  and  nature  of  onshore  facilities. 
Other  Summary  Reports  are  planned  or 
currently  underway  for  the  South 
Atlantic,  North  Atlantic.  PaciHc 
(California),  Gulf  of  Mexico,  Gulf  of 
Alaska  (including  Lower  Cook  Inlet),  . 
and  Beaufort  Sea. 

Based  on  the  needs  and  requersts  of 
numerous  State  and  local  officials,  the 


OCS  Information  Program  has  also 
published  a  "Directory  to  Federal,  State, 
and  Local  OCS-Related  Activities  and 
Contacts.”  The  Directory  reviews  the 
Federal  OCS  process,  lists  agencies 
involved,  explains  agency 
responsibilities,  and  provides  a  listing 
(with  addresses  and  telephone  numbers) 
of  major  Federal  agencies.  The  Directory 
also  reviews  major  State  OCS  programs, 
provides  information  on  State  agency 
involvement  in  responding  to  Federal 
initiatives,  describes  the  Actions 
where  States  generally  act 
autonomously,  and  provides  a  listing 
(with  addresses  and  telephone  numbers) 
of  major  State  agencies.  The  Directory 
covers  a  total  of  23  coastal  States  that 
are,  or  could  be,  involved  in  OCS- 
related  activities. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  3. 1980. 
addresses:  Copies  of  both  documents 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  fi*om  the 
Chief.  RAU  Program,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  750  National  Center,  Reston, 
Virginia  22092. 

FDR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

David  A.  Nystrom,  Manager,  OCS  Oil 
and  Gas  Information  Program,  U.S. 
Geological  Survey.  750  National  Center, 
Reston.  Virginia  22092,  (703)  860-7166. 
Gene  A.  Thorley, 

Acting  Chief,  Land  Information  and  Analysis 
Office. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8702  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-31-M 

National  Park  Service 

Boston  National  Historical  Park;  Public 
Meetings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  two  Public 
Meetings  concerning  the  Navy  Yard 
portion  of  the  Boston  National  Historical 
Park  will  be  held  April  1, 1980  in  the 
Bunker  Hill  Museum,  Monument  Square, 
at  7:30  p.m.  and  the  second  on  April  2, 
1980  in  the  Hull  Room  of  Building  5, 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard  at  3:00  p.m. 

Boston  National  Historical  Park 
includes  eight  historic  sites  within  the 
City  of  Boston:  Faneuil  Hall,  Paul  Revere 
House,  Old  North  Church,  Old  South 
Meeting  House,  Old  State  House, 
Dorchester  Heights  Monument,  Bunker 
Hill  Monument,  and  a  30  acre  portion  of 
the  Charlestown  Navy  Yard.  At  the 
public  meetings  the  Draft  General 
Management  Plan,  Part  II  (Charlestown 
Navy  Yard),  which  addresses  the 
general  development,  management 
zoning  and  the  interpretation  of  the 
resource,  will  be  discussed.  The 
meetings  will  concern  themselves 
primarily  with  the  Navy  Yard.  Future 
meetings  will  deal  with  the  other 
historic  sites  in  the  park. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 


attend  and  participate  in  these 
discussions.  They  may  also  address 
their  comments  in  writing  to  the 
Superintendent,  Boston  National 
Historical  Park,  15  State  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02109. 

Dated:  March  5, 1980. 

Richard  L  Stanton, 

Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8704  Filed  8-20-80;  8:45  m| 

BILUNO  CODE  4310-70-M 

■■■  ^  -I  ■  . . .  I  —  ■  ■  I  -  — — 

Boston  National  Historical  Park; 
Advisory  Commission  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act.  Pub.  L  92-463,  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Boston  National  Historical  Park 
Advisory  Commission  will  be  held  April 
10, 1980  at  Building  5.  the  former 
Officer’s  Club,  Charlestown  Navy  Yard, 
Boston.  Massachusetts,  beginning  at  11 

а. m. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub.  L  93-431  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  on  matters  relating  to  the 
development  of  the  Boston  National 
Historical  Park. 

The  members  of  the  Advisory 
Commission  are  as  follows: 

Mr.  Richard  A  Berenson,  Chairman, 
Brookline 

Ms.  Gail  E.  Seybold,  Boston 
Mr.  Guy  A.  Beninati,  Boston 
Mr.  Byron  D.  Rushing,  Boston 
Mr.  Maurice  F.  O'Shea,  Charlestown 
Mrs.  Katharine  D.  Kane,  Boston 
Mr.  William  B.  Osgood,  Boston 
Mr.  Richard  A.  Kendall,  Boston 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include: 

1.  Review  of  General  Management  Plan  for 
Charlestown  Navy  Yard 

2.  Report  on  General  Management  Plan  for 
downtown  historic  sites  and  Bunker  Hill 

3.  Transportation  Plans  and  Concerns 

4.  Freedom  Trail  Maintenance  and 
Improvement 

5.  Jubilee  350  plans 

б.  Reports  on  Water-Chelsea  Connector  and 
Gate  4  roadway  projects  at  the  Navy  Yard 

7.  Dorchester  Heights  plans 

8.  Boston  NHP  Cooperating  Association 

9.  Report  on  rehabilitation  projects  underway 
at  Old  South  Meeting  House,  Bunker  Hill 
Monument,  and  Navy  Yard  Piers  and 
Bulkheads 

10.  Cooperative  Agreements 

11.  Park  Administration  and  Operations 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  However,  space  and  facilities  are 
limited,  and  it  is  expected  that  not  more 
than  50  persons  will  be  able  to  attend 
the  session.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  with  the  committee  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
about  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
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submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
the  Superintendent,  Boston  National 
Historical  Park,  at  617-242-5644. 

Dated;  March  12, 1980. 

Duane  Pearson, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-8706  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


UPPER  DELAWARE  CITIZENS 
ADVISORY  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Upper 
Delaware  Citizens  Advisory  Council 
will  be  held  at  7:00  P.M.,  Friday,  April 
11, 1980,  at  the  Arlington  Hotel, 
Narrowsburg,  New  York.  The  Advisory 
Council  was  established  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
625,  Section  704(f)  to  encourage 
maximum  public  involvement  in  the 
development  and  implementation  of 
plans  and  programs  authorized  by  the 
Act  and  section  noted  above.  The 
Council  is  to  meet  and  report  to  the 
Delaware  River  Basin  Commission,  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  to  the 
Governors  of  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  on  the  preparation  of  a 
management  plan  and  on  programs 
which  relate  to  land  and  water  use  in 
the  Upper  Delaware  region. 

The  matter  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  is: 

Adoption  of  the  Upper  Delaware  Citizens 
Advisory  Council’s  comments  and 
reconunendations  on  the  Draft  General 
Guidelines  for  Land  and  Water  Use  Control 
Measures. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  However,  facilities  and  space  to 
accommodate  members  of  the  public  are 
limited,  and  persons  will  be 
accommodated  on  a  first-come,  Hrst 
served  basis.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  with  the  Council  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
David  A.  Kimball,  Chief  Planner,  Mid- 
Atlantic  Region,  National  Park  Service, 
143  South  Third  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19106,  area  code  215-597- 
9655. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional 
Office. 


Dated:  March  10, 1980. 

James  W.  Coleman,  Jr^ 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

Mid-Atlantic  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8705  Filed  3-20-80;  8;4S  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70411 

LeConte  Lodge,  Inc.;  Intention  To 
Extend  Concession  Contract 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9, 1965  (79  Stat. 
969;  16  U.S.C.  20),  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  or  before  April  21, 1980, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 
National  Park  Service,  proposes  to 
extend  the  concession  contract  with 
LeConte  Lodge,  Inc.,  authorizing  it  to 
continue  to  provide  concession  facilities 
and  services  for  the  public  at  Great 
Smoky  Mountains  National  Park  for  a 
period  of  two  (2)  years  from  January  1, 
1980,  through  December  31, 1981. 

It  has  been  determined  that  the 
proposed  extension  of  this  contract  does 
not  have  potential  for  causing  significant 
environmental  impact  and  therefore 
preparation  of  an  environmental 
assessment  is  not  required. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has 
performed  its  obligations  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  under  an 
existing  contract  which  expired  by 
limitation  of  time  on  December  31, 1979, 
and  therefore,  pursuant  to  the  Act  of 
October  9, 1965,  as  cited  above,  is 
entitled  to  be  given  preference  in  the 
renewal  of  the  contract  and  in  the 
negotiation  of  a  new  contract.  This 
provision,  in  effect,  grants  LeConte 
Lodge,  Inc.,  as  the  present  satisfactory 
concessioner,  the  right  to  meet  the  terms 
of  responsive  offers  for  the  proposed 
new  contract  and  a  preference  in  the 
award  of  the  contract,  if,  thereafter,  the 
offer  of  LeConte  Lodge,  Inc.,  is 
substantially  equal  to  others  received. 
The  Secretary  is  also  required  to 
consider  and  evaluate  all  proposals 
received  as  a  result  of  this  notice.  Any 
proposal  to  be  considered  and  evaluated 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  April  21, 
1980. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 
National  Park  Service,  75  Spring  Street 
SW.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303,  for 
information  as  to  the  requirements  of 
the  proposed  contract. 

Dated:  February  21, 1980. 

Joe  Brown, 

Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 

National  Park  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8703  Filed  3-aoeO;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


Gateway  National  Recreation  Area; 
Gateway  Advisory  Commission 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  a  meeting  of  the  Gateway 
National  Recreation  Area  Advisory 
Commission  will  be  held  commencing  at 
4  p.m.,  Wednesday,  April  16, 1980  at 
Building  No.  204,  at  Fort  Wadsworth. 
Staten  Island,  New  York. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub.  L.  92-592  to  meet  and  consult  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  on  general 
policies  and  specific  matters  relating  to 
the  development  of  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are: 

1.  Marian  Heiskell,  Chairman.  New  York, 
New  York 

2.  Alexander  J.  D.  Greely,  New  York,  New 
York 

3.  Paul  Larson,  Lakewood,  New  Jersey 

4.  Robert  C.  Holmes,  Newark,  New  Jersey 

5.  Orin  Lehman,  Albany,  New  York 

6.  Gordon  Litwin,  Newark,  New  Jersey 

7.  Sheldon  Pollack,  New  York,  New  York 

8.  Jose  A.  Sanchez,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey 

9.  Peter  M.  Rivera,  Bronx,  New  York 

The  matters  to  be  discussed  at  this 
meeting  include: 

1.  Sandy  Hook  Decontamination 

2.  Floyd  Bennett  Field  Development  Concept 
Plan 

3.  Gateway  Transportation  Access 

4.  Fort  Mason  Foundation 

5.  Land  Acquisition  Plan 

6.  Superintendent’s  Report 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public.  However,  facilities  and  space  to 
accommodate  members  of  the  public  are 
limited,  and  persons  will  be 
accommodated  on  a  first-come,  first 
served  basis.  Any  member  of  the  public 
may  file  with  the  Commission  a  written 
statement  concerning  the  matters  to  be 
discussed. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
Herbert  S.  Cables,  Jr.,  Superintendent. 
Gateway  National  Recreation  Area, 
Headquarters,  Building  69,  Floyd 
Bennett  Field,  Brooklyn,  New  York  ‘ 
11234,  Area  Code  (212)  630-0353. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  inspection  four  weeks  after 
the  meeting  at  the  Gateway  National 
Recreation  Area  Headquarters  Building. 

Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

Duane  Pearson, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  North  Atlantic 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8632  Filed  3-20-80;  8;45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  174) 

Assignment  of  Hearings 

March  13, 1980. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing, 
postponement,  cancellation  or  oral 
argument  appear  below  and  will  be 
published  only  once.  This  list  contains 
prospective  assignments  only  and  does 
not  include  cases  previously  assigned 
hearings  dates.  The  hearings  will  be  on 
the  issues  as  presently  reflected  in  the 
Official  Docket  of  the  Commission.  An 
attempt  will  be  made  to  publish  notices 
of  cancellation  of  hearings  as  promptly 
as  possible,  but  interested  ptirties 
should  take  appropriate  steps  to  insure 
that  they  are  notihed  of  cancellation  or 
postponements  of  hearings  in  which 
they  are  interested. 

MC  58549  (Sub-29F),  General  Motor  Lines, 
Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  21, 1980  (1  week)  at  Roanoke,  VA 
location  of  hearing  room  will  be  designated 
later. 

MC  145588  {Sub'9F),  Gulf  Midwestern,  Inc., 
and  MC  145588  (Sub-lOF),  Gulf 
Midwestern,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  February  26, 1980  (2  days)  at  Denver, 
CO,  application  dismissed. 

MC-F-12730,  PaciHc  Transportation  Lines, 

Inc — Purchase— ^Jackson  Distribution  Corp, 
and  MC  142048  (Sub-7F),  now  assigned  for 
hearing  on  March  6, 1980  at  Buffalo,  NY  is 
postponed  indermitely. 

MC  1083  (Sub-3F),  Bower  Transportation 
Services,  Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on 
April  10, 1980  will  be  held  in  Room  No.  300, 
National  Labor  Relations  Board,  610  Scuth 
West  Broadway,  Portland,  OR. 

MC  107912  (Sub-22F),  Rebel  Motor  Freight. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  2, 
1980  will  be  held  in  the  Petit  Jury  Room  No. 
536,  U.S.  Post  Office-Comer  of  Capitol  & 
South  West,  jackson,  MS. 

MC  138174  (Sub-3in,  )J  &  JL  Company,  Inc., 
d.b.a.  Jet  Air  Freight  Service,  now  assigned 
for  hearing  March  25, 1980  will  be  held  in 
Room  No.  300,  National  Labor  Relations 
Board,  610  South  West  Broadway,  Portland, 
OR. 

MC  140829  {Sub-217F).  Cargo,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  June  18, 1980  at 
Boston,  MA.  is  canceled  and  transferred  to 
Modified  Procedure. 

MC  76677  (Sub-13F),  Hallamore  Motor 
Transportation,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned 
for  hearing  on  June  18, 1980  (1  Day),  at 
Boston,  MA.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  119777  (Sub-373F),  Ligon  Specialized 
Hauler,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  May  9, 1980  (1  Day),  at  Chicago, 
IL.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  designated  later. 
MC  14252  (Sub-61F),  Commercial  Lovelace 
Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
prehearing  conference  on  April  23, 1980  at 
the  Offlces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  Washington,  DC. 

MC  124692  (Sub-269F),  Sammons  Trucking, 
now  being  assigned  on  March  18, 1980  (4 


days)  at  Little  Rock,  AR,  will  be  held  at 
Camelot  Hotel,  Markham  &  Broadway. 

MC  138108  (Sub-lF),  Gulf  States  Trucking 
Service,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  March  24, 1980  (5  days)  at 
Jackson,  MS,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  146583  (Sub-2F),  Terrain  Tamers,  Ina, 
now  being  assigned  for  hearing  on  April  7, 
1980  at  Portland,  OR  will  be  held  in  Room 
No.  103,  Pionier  Court  House,  555  S.W. 
Yamhill  Street. 

MC  8457  (Sub-lOF),  Milwaukee  Transfer  & 
Fuel  Co..  &  MC  123061  (Sub-124F).  Leatham 
Brothers  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  April  9, 1980  (3  days)  at 
Portland,  OR,  will  be  held  in  Room  No.  103, 
Pionier  Court  House,  555  S.W.  Yamhill 
Street. 

MC  141532  (Sub-37F),  Pacific  States 
Transport,  Inc.,  now  being  assigned  for 
hearing  on  April  14, 1980  (1  week)  at 
Portland,  OR  will  be  held  in  Room  No.  103, 
Pionier  Court  House.  555  S.W.  Yamhill 
Street. 

MC  136155  (Sub-7F),  Gay  Trucking  Company, 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  1&  1980 
(2  days)  at  Atlanta,  GA  in  Room  No.  401 — 
4th  Floor,  1776  Peachtree  Street  N.W. 

MC  124692  (Sub-269F),  Sammons  Trucking, 
now  assigned  for  hearing  March  18, 1980  at 
the  Camelot  Hotel,  Marl^am  ft  Broadway. 
Little  Rock,  AR..  is  transferred  to  March  18, 
1980,  at  the  Convention  Center,  Room  202, 
Markham  ft  Broadway.  Little  Rock.  AR. 

MC  41432  (Sub-160F),  East  Texas  Motor 
Freight  Lines,  Inc.  now  assigned  for  hearing 
on  April  8, 1980  will  be  held  at  the  Dupont 
Plaza  Hotel,  899  Stemmons  Freeway, 

Dallas,  TX..  and  continued  to  April  14, 1980 
at  the  Holiday  Inn  West  Meridian  Street 
and  1-40,  Oklahoma  City,  OK.,  and 
continued  to  April  29, 1980  (4  Days),  at 
Atlanta,  GA..  continued  to  May  5, 1980  (5 
Days),  at  Kansas  City,  MO.,  continued  to 
June  3, 1980  (4  Days),  at  Minneapolis.  MN^ 
and  continued  to  June  9. 1980  (5  Days),  at 
San  Francisco,  CA.  in  a  hearing  room  to  be 
designated  later. 

MC  141804  (Sub-18lF),  Western  Express. 
Division  of  Interstate  Rental,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  March  12, 1980  at 
San  Francisco,  CA.  is  canceled  and 
transferred  to  ModiHed  Procedure. 

Ex  Parte  365,  In  The  Matter  of  James  N.  Clay. 
III.,  now  assigned  for  prehearing 
conference  in  Washington,  DC.,  is 
postponed  to  April  17. 1980  prehearing 
conference  at  the  OfBces  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  in  Washington,  DC 

MC  143713  (Sub-7F),  Agricultural 
Transportation  Association  of  Illinois,  A 
Corporation,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  139395  (Sub-3F),  Bulk  Transit 
Corporation,  transferred  to  Modified 
Procedure. 

MC  11207  (Sub-489F),  Deaton,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  for  hearing  on  March  19. 1980  at 
Birmingham,  AL  in  the  Social  Security 
Administration,  Southeastern  Programs 
Service  Center  2001 — 12th  Avenue,  North, 

MC  121664  (Sub-69F),  Homady  Truck  Line. 
Inc.,  now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  20, 
1980  at  Birmingham,  AL  in  the  Social 
Security  Administration,  Southeastern 


Programs  Service  Center,  2001— 12th 
Avenue,  North. 

MC  136828  (Sub-28F),  Cook  Transports,  Inc., 
now  assigned  for  hearing  on  March  21, 1980 
at  Birmingham,  AL  in  the  Social  Security 
Administration,  Southeastern  Program 
Service  Center,  2001 — 12th  Avenue.  North. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8686  Filed  3-20-n  8:45  an] 
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Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  Hied  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

IVe  find:  Each  transaction  is  exempt 
from  section  11343  (formerly  section  5) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  AcL  and 
complies  with  the  appropriate  transfer 
rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  signiHcantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  on  or  before  April  10, 1980. 
Replies  must  be  filed  within  20  days 
after  the  final  date  for  filing  petitions  for 
reconsiderations;  any  interested  person 
may  file  and  serve  a  reply  upon  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Petitions 
which  do  not  comply  with  the  relevant 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4  may  be 
rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applications  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 


r 
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By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
5.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board,  Members  Krodc, 
Pohost,  and  Taylor, 

Agatha  L  Metgenovich, 

Secretary. 

Federal  Register  Summaty  for 
Certificate  or  Permit 

MC-FC-78356  By  decision  of  February 
13, 1980  issued  under  49  U,S,C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part 
1132.  Tbe  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Star  Motor  Freight,  Inc.  of 
Certificate  No,  MC-93518  issued  July  2, 
1973  to  Abrams  Hardware,  Inc,, 
acquired  by  Bruce  M,  Smith  &  Karen  B. 
Smith,  pursuant  to  MC-FC-77524, 
consummated  May  30, 1978,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  general 
commodities,  except  commodities  of 
excessive  value,  those  requiring 
refrigeration,  petroleum  products,  in 
bulk,  and  articles  which  exceed  the 
capacity  of  equipment,  between 
Clarkston,  Wash,,  and  Kendrick,  Idaho, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  and 
those  off-route  points  within  15  miles  of 
Kendrick.  From  Clarkston  over  U.S. 
Highway  12  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  410) 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  Aence  over 
U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  Idaho 
Highway  3  (formerly  Idaho  Highway  42), 
and  thence  over  Idaho  Highway  3  to 
Kendrick,  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
fames  A.  Pingree,  1004  Idaho  Street, 
Lewiston,  ID  63501. 

MC-FC-78361.  MC-FC-78362,  and 
MC-147784.  By  decision  of  February  21. 
1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part  1132, 
The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  TRANS-WAY,  INC.,  Avenel, 
NJ,  in  MC-FC-78361,  of  Certificates  MG- 
58324  (Sub-Nos.  1, 2,  and  3),  issued  May 
19, 1954,  April  8, 1957,  and  March  10, 
1970,  to  New  York-Mid  Hudson  Trans. 
Corp.,  New  York,  NY,  and  in  MC-FC- 
78362,  of  Certificate  No.  MC-82091, 
issued  January  30, 1970,  to  Agee  Motor 
Freight,  Inc.,  Aurora,  IL,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  General  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  lumber  and  lumber 
products,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
over  specified  regular  routes  between  (1) 
Albany  and  Peekskill,  NY,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  between  Hudson 
and  Peekskill,  including  Hudson  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Millerton  and 
Rhinecliff,  NY.  (2)  between  Beacon  and 
Poughquag,  NY,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  (3)  between  East  Fishkill  and 
Poughkeepsie,  NY,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (4)  between 
Hopewell  and  Beacon,  NY,  serving  all 


intermediate  points,  (5)  between 
Albany,  and  Bro  Comers,  NY,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  (6)  and 
between  jimction  NY  Hwys  23  and  9G 
and  Poughkeepsie.  NY,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  of  Saugerties, 
Kingston  and  Highland,  NY;  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  conunodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment],  over 
specified  regular  routes,  (1)  between 
New  York,  NY  and  Albany,  NY,  serving 
all  intermediate  points,  and  the  ofi-route 
points  of  Englewood,  North  Bergen, 

West  New  York,  Hoboken,  Paterson, 
Passaic,  Clifton,  Bloomfield,  East 
Orange,  Newark,  and  Elizabeth,  NJ,  (2) 
between  Peekskill  and  Poughkeepsie, 
NY,  serving  all  intermediate  points  and 
the  off-route  points  of  Englewood,  North 
Bergen,  West  New  York,  Hoboken, 
Paterson,  Passaic,  Clifton,  Bloomfield, 
East  Orange,  Newark,  and  Elizabeth,  NJ, 
and  (3)  between  Rhindebook,  NY  and 
Kingston.  NY.  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Englewood,  North  Bergen,  West  New 
York,  Hoboken,  Paterson,  Passaic, 
Clifton,  Bloomfield,  East  Orange, 
Newark,  and  Elizabeth,  NJ.  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment  and  those 
injurious  or  contaiminating  to  other 
lading),  between  points  within  the 
territory  (inclusive  of  the  points 
specified]  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  New  York,  NY  and  extending  in  a 
westerly  direction  along  NJ  Hwy  4  to 
Paterson,  NJ,  then  along  U.S  Hwy  46  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  202,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  202  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  206  to 
Princeton,  NJ,  then  in  a  southeasterly 
direction  along  an  unnumbered  highway 
to  Hightstown,  NJ,  then  along  NJ  Hwy  33 
to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  9,  then  along  U.S. 
Hwy  9  to  Perth  Amboy,  NJ  and  then  in 
an  easterly  direction  to  New  York,  NY. 
Floor  covering,  and  materials  supplies 
and  equipment,  used  or  useful  in  Ae 
installation  of  floor  covering,  fi*om 
Philadelphia,  PA.  to  Camden,  Harrison, 
and  Keamy,  NJ,  New  York,  NY, 
Wilmington,  DE,  and  Baltimore,  MD; 
general  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading),  between 
points  in  Philadelphia.  PA.  In  MC- 
147784,  as  a  matter  directly  related  to 
MC-FC-78361  and  MC-FC-78362,  the 
Board  denied  the  application  for 


elimination  of  the  gateway  at  Trenton 
NJ.  Applicant’s  representative  is  Robert 
B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge  Avenue. 
Highland  Park.  NJ  08904. 

By  decision  of  February  13. 1980 
issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part  1132,  The 
Motor  Carrier  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Ag  Trucking,  Inc.,  Goshen, 

IN,  of  Certificates  MC 13367,  and  MC 
13367  (Sub-Nos.  2, 4,  5,  6.  7. 8,  9.  and  13). 
issued  October  25, 1957,  August  10, 1961, 
May  11, 1962,  October  24, 1962,  May  10. 
1963,  May  1. 1969,  March  11. 1964, 
October  2, 1964,  and  October  7, 1969. 
respectively  to  Rober  Merley,  and 
transferred  to  Hoosier  Haulers,  Inc., 
Goshen.  IN,  pursuant  to  MC-FC-75147, 
effective  September  17, 1974,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  meat  scraps, 
tankage,  and  dried  blood,  from  points  in 
IN  and  the  lower  peninsula  of  MI.  to 
Milwaukee,  WI;  Meat  scraps,  tankage, 
and  dried  blood,  not  fit  for  human 
consumption,  from  Milwaukee,  WL  to 
points  in  IL.  IN,  OH,  and  the  lower 
peninsula  of  Ml;  grain,  over  a  specified 
route,  between  Wakarusa,  IN  and 
Chicago,  IL,  serving  intermediate  and 
off-route  points  widiin  25  miles  of 
Wakarusa,  restricted  to  pick-up  only; 
fertilizer,  from  Calumet  City,  IL,  to 
points  in  IN  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy 
40;  dry  manufactured  fertilizer,  in  bulk, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Michiana 
Chemical  Co.,  near  Niles.  MI,  to  points 
in  Adams,  Allen,  Benton,  Blackford, 
Boone,  Carroll,  Call,  Clinton,  DeKalb, 
Delaware,  Elkhart,  Fountain,  Fulton, 
Grant.  Hamilton,  Hancock.  Hendricks, 
Henry,  Howard,  Huntington,  Jasper,  Jay, 
Kosciusko,  Lagrange,  Lake,  LaPorte, 
Madison,  Marion,  Marshall,  Miami, 
Montgomery,  Newton.  Noble,  Parke, 
Porter,  Pulaski,  Putnam,  Randolph,  Saint 
Joseph,  Starke,  Steuben,  Tippecanoe. 
Tipton,  Vermillion,  Wabash,  Warren, 
Wayne,  Wells,  Whilte,  and  Whitley 
Counties.  IN;  Feed,  including  meat 
scraps  and  tankage.  From  Riverdale  and 
Chicago,  IL  to  points  in  IN  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Hwy  40;  oats,  from  points  in  IL 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Chicago  and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy 
66  to  junction  IL  Hwy  126,  then  along  IL 
Highway  126  to  Plainfield,  then  along  IL 
Hwy  59,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  66,  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  66  to  junction  IL  Hwy 
129,  then  along  IL  Hwy  129  via 
Braidwood,  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  66. 
then  along  U.S.  Hwy  66  to  Bloomington, 
then  along  U.S.  Hwy  51  to  Decatur,  and 
on  and  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  36  from 
Decatur  to  the  IL-IN  State  line,  to  points 
in  Elkhart,  Lagrange,  LaPorte,  and  St 
Joseph  Counties,  IN;  meat  scraps, 
tankage,  and  dried  blood,  from  points  in 
IL  and  those  parts  of  MO  and  lA  on  and 
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east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Birds  Point, 
MO  and  extending  along  U.S.  Hwy  60  to 
junction  MO  Hwy  77,  approximately 
two  miles  south  of  Diehlstadt,  MO.  then 
along  MO  Hwy  77  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
61,  at  Benton.  MO,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy 
61  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  67  at  Davenport, 
lA,  then  along  U.S.  Hwy  67  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  52,  at  Dubuque,  lA,  and  then 
along  U.S.  Hwy  52  to  the  lA-MN  State 
line,  to  Milwaukee,  WI;  fertilizer,  from 
points  in  the  Chicago.  IL  Commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  to 
Charlotte,  MI  and  points  in  Kalamazoo, 
Branch,  Van  Buren,  Berrien,  Calhoun, 
Cass,  and  St.  Joseph  Counties,  MI;  fruits, 
and  vegetables,  from  points  in  Berrien, 
Van  Buren,  and  Cass  Counties,  MI,  to 
Chicago.  IL;  livestock,  from  points  in 
Berrien  County,  MI,  to  Chicago,  IL; 
frozen  fruits,  frozen  berries,  and  frozen 
vegetables,  from  parts  of  Berrien  and 
Van  Buren  Counties,  MI  within  20  miles 
of  Coloma,  MI,  to  Clevaland,  OH, 
Chicago.  IL,  and  Milwaukee,  WI,  and 
from  Cleveland,  OH,  to  Milwaukee,  WI; 
dry  fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  pneumatic  unloading 
equipment,  from  the  plant  site  of  Swift 
and  Company,  At  Calumet  City,  IL,  to 
points  in  Allegan,  Ottawa,  Muskegon, 
Oceana,  Newaygo,  and  Eaton  (Except 
Charlotte,  MI]  Counties,  MI;  fertilizer, 
dry,  in  bulk,  from  Plymouth,  IN,  to  points 
in  Allegan,  Berrien,  Branch.  Cass, 
Kalamazoo,  St.  Joseph,  Van  Buren, 
Kalkaska,  Mecosta,  Missaukee. 
Muskegon,  Newaygo,  Osceola,  and 
Ottawa  Counties.  MI,  resricted  against 
the  tracking  of  this  authority  with  any 
other  authority  now  held  by  carrier  for 
the  purpose  of  performing  a  through 
service;  and  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
materials  (except  anhydrous  ammonia, 
and  fertilizer  or  fertilizer  materials 
derived  from  petroleum  products  and 
except  in  dump  vehicles],  from  Joliet,  IL 
(except  from  the  plant  site  of  Blockson 
Chemical  Division  of  Olin  Mathieson 
Corporation],  to  points  in  IN,  MI,  and 
OH,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  having  an  immediately  prior 
movement  by  water  or  rail.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Gregory  A.  Hartzler,  130 
N.  Main  St.,  Goshen,  IN. 

Note. — Transferee  has  leased  transferors 
rights  under  authority  in  MC-FC-35478, 
effective  December  7, 1978. 

Federal  Register  Summary  for 
Certificate  of  Registration 

MC-FC-78398  By  decision  of  January 
28. 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part 
1132,  The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Harran  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc.,  North  Merrick,  NY,  of 
CertiHcate  MC-141508.  issued  June  13, 
1978,  to  Varied  Transit,  Inc.,  Pomona, 


NY,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  points 
indicated,  in  charter  operations,  from 
New  York,  NY,  and  points  in  Rockland 
County,  NY.  to  points  in  PA,  NY,  NJ,  CT, 
VT,  NH,  and  DC,  and  retirni,  subject  to 
the  condition  that  consummation  of  the 
transaction  may  not  occur  imtil 
consummation  of  the  directly  related 
transaction  in  MC-FC-78399  has 
occurred.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
Samuel  B.  Zinder,  98  Cutter  Mill  Rd., 
Great  Neck,  NY  11021,  for  transferee, 
and  Piken  &  Piken,  95-25  Queens  Blvd., 
Rego  Park,  NY  11374,  for  transferor. 

Federal  Register  Summary  for 
CertiHcate  or  Permit 

MC-FC-78399  By  decision  of  January 
28, 1980,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part 
1132.  The  Motor  Carrier  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Blue  Jay  Bus  Co..  Inc.,  Mt. 
Vernon,  NY,  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
40815,  issued  November  5, 1976  to 
Harran  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  North 
Merrick,  NY.  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  point  indicated,  in  charter 
operations,  from  New  York,  NY,  to 
points  in  NY,  NJ,  CT,  and  PA,  and 
return,  subject  to  the  condition  that  the 
transaction  be  consummated  prior  to 
consummation  of  the  transaction  in  MC- 
FC-78398.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 
Samuel  B.  Zinder,  98  Cutter  Mill  Road. 
Great  Neck,  NY  11021. 

Federal  Register  summary  for  certificate 
of  registration 

MC-FC-78440.  By  decision  of 
February  4, 1980  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10931  or  10932  and  the  transfer  rules  at 
49  CFR  Part  1132.  'The  Motor  Carrier 
Board  approved  the  transfer  to  Bobby 
W.  Ginn  d/b/a  Stub  Line  of  Scottsblufi, 
Nebraska  of  Certificate  of  Registration 
No.  MC-98711  (Sub-No.  1]  issued 
November  7, 1963,  to  Chester  Honey  d/ 
b/a  Stub  Line  of  Scottsbluff,  Nebraska 
evidencing  a  right  to  engage  in 
transportation  in  interstate  commerce 
corresponding  in  scope  to  M-10241 
dated  May  6, 1953  issued  by  Nebraska 
State  Railway  Commission,  authorizing 
commodities  generally,  except  those 
requiring  special  equipment  other  than 
refrigeration.  Route  or  territory 
authorized  between  Scottsbluff  and 
Henry,  via  US-26,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Mitchell  and 
Morrill,  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Lyman,  Steegal  and  Haig,  over  a  regular 
route.  Applicant’s  representative  is: 


Bobby  W.  Guinn,  334  West  19th 
Street,  Scottsbluff,  NB  69361. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8607  Filed  3-20-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNa  CODE  7035-01-M 


Decision-Notice 

Dated:  March  13, 1980. 

’The  following  applications  seek 
approval  to  consolidate,  purchase, 
merge,  lease  operating  rights  and 
properties,  or  acquire  control  of  motor 
carriers  pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or 
11344.  Also,  applications  directly  related 
to  these  rnotor  finance  applications 
(such  as  conversions,  gateway 
eliminations,  and  securities  issuances) 
may  be  involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  (49  CFR  1100.240]. 

’These  rules  provide,  among  other  things, 
that  opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  within  30  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding. 
Opposition  under  these  rules  should 
comply  with  Rule  240(c]  of  the  rules  of 
practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  and  specify  with  particularly  the 
facts,  matters  and  things  relied  upon, 
but  shall  not  include  issues  or 
allegations  phrased  generally. 

Oppositon  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may 
be  rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy 
of  any  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  also  be 
served  upon  applicant’s  representative 
or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  the  request  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  Rule  240(c](4]  of  the 
special  rules  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required. 

Section  240(c]  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not 
intend  timely  to  prosecute  its 
application  shall  promptly  request  its 
dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice  or  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be 
accepted  after  March  21, 1980  except  for 
good  cause  shown. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  transaction 
proposed.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  with 
Commission  policy. 
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tVe  find  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights]  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  conditions  as  it  finds  necessary  to 
insure  that  applicant’s  operations  shall 
conform  to  the  provisions  of  49  U,S.C 
10930. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufHcient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
any  application  directly  related  thereto 
.  filed  on  or  before  April  21, 1980  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  wiD 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  impediments)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notihcation 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 

To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Decided:  March  7, 1980. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
5,  Members  Krock,  Taylor,  and  Williams. 
Agatha  Mergenovich 
Secretary. 

MC-F-14267F,  filed  December  14, 

1979.  (Correction]  (Previously  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  28, 

1980. )  TROMBLY  MOTOR  COACH 
SERVICE,  INC.,  (Trombly)  (Route  125 
By-Pass,  North  Andover,  MA  08145)— 


PURCHASE  (PORTION)— THE  GRAY 
LINE,  INC.,  (Gray)  (620  Statler  Office 
Bid.,  20  Providence  St.  Boston.  MA 
02116).  Representative:  Daniel  C. 
Sullivan,  10  S.  LaSalle,  Suite  1600, 
Chicago,  IL  60603.  Trombly  seeks 
authority  to  purchase  a  portion  of  the 
interstate  operating  rights  of  Gray. 
Francis  J.  Trombly.  Sr.,  James  F. 

Trombly,  Francis  J.  Trombly,  Jr.,  and 
Michael  J.  Trombly,  persons  in  control  of 
Trombly,  seek  to  acquire  control  of  said 
rights  though  the  transaction.  Trombly 
is  purchasing  those  portions  of  the 
interstate  operating  rights  of  Gray  that 
are  contained  in  MC-69394  and  MC- 
69394  (Sub-No.  8)  which  authorize  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
(1)  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
round-trip  or  one-way  charter 
operations,  with  no  seasonal  restriction, 
beginning  and  ending  at  those  points  in 
Essex,  Suffolk,  and  Middlesex  Counties, 
MA,  which  are  north  of  U.S.  Hwy  20  and 
within  20  miles  of  the  State  House, 
Boston,  MA  (except  Boston,  Cambridge, 
Chelsea,  and  Winthrop),  and  extending 
to  points  in  ME.  NH.  Rl,  CT,  NY,  and 
DC.  and  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  in  VT;  and  (2) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  points 
indicated,  in  round  trip  or  one-way 
charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  those  points  in  Essex,  Suffolk, 
and  Middlesex  Counties,  MA.  which  are 
north  of  U.S.  Hwy  20  and  within  20 
miles  of  the  city  limits  of  Boston,  MA 
(except  Boston,  Cambridge,  Chelsea, 
and  Winthrop),  and  extending  to  points 
in  CT.  NH,  NY.  PA.  RL  and  VT.  Gray  is 
retaining  those  portions  of  MC-69394 
and  MC^9394  (Sub-No.  8]  which 
authorize  the  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  round-trip  or  one-way 
charter  operations,  with  no  seasonal 
restriction,  beginning  and  ending  at 
Boston,  Cambridge,  Chelsea,  and 
Winthrop,  MA  and  extending  to  points 
in  ME,  NH.  Rl.  CT.  NY.  and  DC.  and  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  in  VT;  and  (2) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  points 
indicated,  in  round  trip  or  one-way 
charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  Boston,  Cambridge,  Chelsea 
and  Winthrop,  MA.  and  extending  to 
points  in  CT.  NH.  NY.  PA.  Rl.  and  VT. 
Trombly  is  a  motor  common  carrier  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  over 
regular  and  irregular  routes,  pursuant  to 
certiHcates  in  MC-116313  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder.  (Hearing  site: 
Boston.  MA.  or  Chicago,  IL) 


Notes. — (1)  Application  for  temporary 
authority  has  been  Hied.  (2)  The  purpose  of 
this  republication  is  to  delete  Note  (2)  as  it 
was  published  on  February  28, 1980.  This 
proceeding  does  not  involve  an  illegal  split  of 
authority. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8700  Piled  3-20-80;  8:45  am| 
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(Case  No.  69825*] 

General  Increase  Middlewest  Motor 
Freight  Bureau,  April  1980 

March  14. 1980. 

To  all  parties  of  the  record:  The 
purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  alert  all 
parties  to  these  general  rate  increase 
proceedings  that  the  Commission  will 
consider,  among  other  things,  the 
profitability  of  the  traffic  at  issue  in 
evaluating  the  need  for  additional 
revenue.  At  present,  return  on  equity 
(ROE)  is  used  as  one  measure  of  issue 
traffic  profitablity  in  the  Commission’s 
deliberations.  In  determining  this  ROE, 
equity  is  allocated  to  issue  traffic  on  the 
basis  of  the  percentage  relationship  of 
issue  traffic  expenses  to  system 
expenses  on  a  composite  basis  for  the 
study  carriers. 

The  rate  bureaus  which  are  parties  in 
these  proceedings  may  elect  to 
supplement  their  original  Hling  with 
information  they  may  deem  relevant  to 
the  Commission’s  decision.  'The 
Commission,  however,  is  not  seeking 
any  speciHc  additional  information.  We 
believe  that  the  record  is  sufhcient  to 
evaluate  the  proposed  rate  increases 
including  our  consideration  of  issue 
traffic  profitability. 

If  the  rate  bureaus  elect  to  submit 
additional  information,  it  should  be  Bled 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
March  24, 1980  and  should  be  served  on 
all  known  parties  of  record.  Any  party 
may  Ble  a  reply  within  the  following 
three  days.' 

This  letter  is  being  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  served  on  all 
parties  of  record. 

Sincerely. 

Darius  W.  Gaskins,  Jr., 

Chairman. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8701  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  an] 
eiLUNQ  CODE  703S-01-M 


Transfer  Proceedings 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applications 


*  Also  involves  Case  No.  60816— PTTB,  Case  No. 
69818 — New  England,  Case  No.  60620— Eastern 
Central,  Case  No.  69822 — Rocky  Mountain,  Case  No. 
69824 — Middle  Atlantic,  Case  No.  60819 — Southern 
Motor,  Case  No.  69823 — Central  S  Southern.  Case 
No.  69831 — Central  States. 
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filed  under  Section  212(b),  206(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise* 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  statement 
by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  the  application. 

Protests  against  approval  of  the 
application,  which  may  include  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  April  21, 1980. 
Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  must  be  served  upon  applicants’ 
representative(s),  or  applicants  (if  no 
such  representative  is  named),  and  the 
protestant  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made. 

Unless  otherwise  specihed,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission.  All 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  section  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicable  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant 
believes  would  preclude  approval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  the  request 
shall  be  supported  by  an  explanation  as 
to  why  the  evidence  sought  to  be 
presented  cannot  reasonably  be 
submitted  through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  place  interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC-FC-78115  filed  April  16, 1979. 
Transferee:  ROBERT  G.  SEXSMITH 
AND  ROBERT  G.  SEXSMITH,  JR.  doing 
business  as  SEN-JUR  SERVICE  CO., 
13459  Rose,  Gibralter,  MI  48173. 
Transferor:  JACK  L.  SOWARDS  doing 
business  as  GLOBE  GUARD  SERVICE, 
P.O.  Box  1095,  Southgate,  MI  48195. 
Authority  sought  for  purchase  by 
Transferee  of  the  operating  rights  of 
Transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Permit  No.  MC 
142243,  Sub  No.  1,  issued  March  28, 1977, 
as  follows:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  the  terminals  and 
railroad  rights-of-way  of  the  Detroit, 
Toledo  &  Ironton  Railroad  Company 
located  in  OH  and  MI,  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  the  Detroit,  Toledo  &  Ironton 
Railroad  Company  of  Dearborn,  MI. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  Temporary  Authority 
under  Section  210a(b).  Representative: 


William  B.  Elmer,  21635  East  Nine  Mile 
Road,  St.  Clair  Shores,  MI  48080. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8096  nied  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Vol.  No.  4] 

Petitions  for  Modification, 
Interpretation  or  Reinstatement  of 
Motor  Carrier  Operating  Rights 
Authority;  Notice 

Dated:  March  7, 1980. 

The  following  petitions  seek 
modification  or  interpretation  of  existing 
motor  carrier  operating  rights  authority, 
or  reinstatement  of  terminated  motor 
carrier  operating  rights  authority. 

All  pleadings  and  documents  must 
clearly’ specify  the  suffix  numbers  (e.g.. 
Ml  F,  M2  F)  where  the  docket  is  so 
identified  in  this  notice. 

The  following  petitions,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission's 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant.  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  if  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  within  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or.  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to.  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  imable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
these  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or,  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  the  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner’s  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 


be  found  at  43  FR  50908,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  were  not 
inconsistent  with  the  intervention  rules, 
still  applies.  Especially  refer  to  Rule 
247(e)  for  requirements  as  to  supplying  a 
copy  of  conflicting  authority,  serving  the 
petition  on  applicant's  representative, 
and  oral  hearing  requests. 

MC  730  (Sub-272)  (M2F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  corticate), 
filed  July  6, 1979.  Petitionen  PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS  CO.,  a 
corporation,  P.O.  Box  8004,  Walnut 
Creek,  CA  94596.  Representative:  A.  G. 
Krebs  (same  address  as  petitioner). 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  730  (Sub-272),  issued 
October  27, 1966,  authorizing 
transpoHation  over  irregular  routes,  as 
pertinent,  of  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  all 
authorized  points  in  OH  located  on  the 
first  five  regular  routes  described  in  Part 
(A)  under  the  second  commodity 
description  in  Part  (A),  including  off- 
route  points,  and  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  all  other  points  in  OH 
located  on  or  north  of  a  line  extending 
fi'om  Cincinnati,  OH,  along  US  Hwy  42 
to  jimction  US  Hwy  40,  then  along  US 
Hwy  40  to  junction  OH  Hwy  440  at  or 
near  Kirkersville,  OH,  then  along  OH 
Hwy  440  to  junction  US  Hwy  40  near 
Gratiot,  OH,  then  along  US  Hwy  40  to 
junction  US  Hwy  22,  then  along  US  Hwy 
22  via  Norwich,  OH  to  junction  US  Hwy 
40,  then  along  US  Hwy  40  to  the  OH- 
WV  State  line,  with  service  limited  to 
the  pickup  of  eastbound  shipments  and 
the  delivery  of  westbound  shipments 
moving  over  the  five  regular  routes 
referred  to  above  described  in  Part  (A). 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  above  authority  by 
deleting  the  language  of  "the  pickup  of 
eastbound  shipments  and  the  delivery  of 
westbound”. 

MC  15401  (Sub-1)  (MIF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  July  20, 1979.  Petitioner:  STORER 
TRANSPORTA’nON  SERVICE,  INC., 
3519  McDonald  ave.,  Modesto,  CA 
95351.  Representative:  Raymond  A. 
Greene,  Jr.,  100  Pine  St.,  Suite  2550,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  certificate  in  MC 
15401  (Sub-1),  issued  June  30, 1977, 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  special  and  charter 
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operations,  in  round-trip  pleasure  and 
sightseeing  tours,  beginning  and  ending 
at  points  in  Mariposa  and  Tuoliunne 
Counties,  CA.  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI), 
and  (2)  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in 
special  operations,  in  round-trip 
pleasure  and  sightseeing  tours, 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
Stanislaus  County,  CA,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI).  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above 
authority  by  deleting  the  language  “in 
round-trip  pleasure  and  sightseeing 
tours"  from  the  conunodity  description 
in  (1)  and  (2)  above. 

MC  42011  (MIF)  (Notice  of  Bling  of 
petition  to  modify  certiHcate),  Hied  June 
22, 1979.  Petitionen  D.  Q.  WISE  &  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  L,  Tulsa,  OK  74112. 
Representative: ).  G.  Dail,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
LL,  McLean,  VA  22101.  Petitioner  holds 
a  motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
MC  42011,  issued  April  1, 1965, 
authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  as  pertinent,  of  heavy 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  in 
truckload  lots,  (1)  from  Chicago,  IL, 
Milwaukee,  WI,  and  Indianapolis  and 
Evansville,  IN,  to  points  in  OK,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  OK,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR  and  KS, 
those  in  that  part  of  MO  on  and  south  of 
US  Hwy  54,  and  those  in  that  part  of  TX 
on  and  north  of  US  Hwy  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  commodity  description  to 
authorize,  within  the  same  territory,  the 
transportation  of  a  commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment;  (b)  related  articles  and 
supplies  when  their  transportation  is 
incidental  to  the  transportation  of 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment;  (c) 
parts  of  commodities  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  require  special 
equipment;  and  (d)  self-prepelled 
articles  each  weighing  15,000  lbs.  or 
more  restricted  to  conunodities  which 
are  transported  on  trailers. 

MC  66101  (MlF)  (Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  certificate),  filed  July 
25, 1979.  Petitioner:  AFT  SERVICES, 

INC.,  303  South  St.,  Newark,  NJ  07114. 
Representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  NJ  07306. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  66101,  issued 
November  19, 1974,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
general  commodities,  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  household  goods, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 


conunodities  requiring  dump  or  tank 
trucks,  between  points  in  that  part  of  the 
New  York,  NY  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  in  Commercial  Zones  and 
Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451,  within 
which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  partial 
exemption  of  section  203(b)(8)  of  the  Act 
(the  “exempt"  zone),  and  those  points  in 
NJ  within  5  miles  of  New  York,  NY,  and 
all  of  any  municipality  in  NJ  any  part  of 
which  is  within  5  miles  of  New  York, 

NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  NY,  and  NJ,  within  35  miles  of 
Columbus  Circle,  New  York,  NY.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
read  “between  New  York,  NY,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
NJ”. 

MC  85970  (Sub-8)(M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  August  15, 1979.  Petitionen 
SARTAIN  TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  1354  N. 
Second  St.,  Memphis,  TN  38107. 
Representative:  Warren  A.  Gofr,  2008 
Clark  Tower,  5100  Poplar  Ave., 

Memphis,  TN  38137.  I^titioner  holds 
motor  common  comer  certificate  in  MC 
85970  (Sub-8),  issued  September  26, 

1977,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
regular  routes,  as  pertinent,  in  summary, 
of  general  commodities,  with  the  usual 
exceptions,  between  Memphis,  TN  and 
St.  Louis,  MO,  serving  numerouis 
intermediate  points  subject  to  the 
following  restrictions:  (A)  Service  at 
Memphis,  TN  is  restricted  to  that  portion 
of  Memphis  and  its  commercial  zone  as 
defined  by  the  Commission  lying  wholly 
within  TN.  (B)  Service  at  Memphis,  TN 
and  its  commercial  zone  is  restricted 
against  the  handling  of  traffic  originating 
at,  destined  to,  or  interchanged  at 
Dyersburg,  TN  and  its  commercial  zone 
as  defined  by  the  Commission.  (C) 

Service  at  the  St.  Louis.  MO  and  East  St. 
Louis,  IL  commercial  zone  is  restricted 
against  the  handling  of  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to,  but  not  against  traffic 
interchanged  at  Dyersburg  and/or 
Newbem,  TN  and  their  respective 
commercial  zones  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  (D)  Said  operations  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  moving  between  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  MO-East  St  Louis,  IL  commercial 
zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Memphis  and  Jackson,  TN,  and  points  in 
their  commerical  zones  as  defined  by 
the  Commission.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above 
authority  be  deleting  the  above 
restrictions. 

MC  95540  (Sub-1004F)(MlF)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  August  9, 1979.  Petitioner 
WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1144 


West  Griffin  Rd.,  Lakeland,  FL  33801. 
Representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver.  P.O. 
Box  720434,  Atlanta.  GA  30328. 

Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  95540  (Sub-1004F). 
issued  July  25, 1979,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
frozen  foods  (except  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  utilized  by  Termicold 
Corporation,  and  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Ida  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Mover,  WL 
to  points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  LA,  MS, 

NC.  SC.  TN,  and  TX,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  named  origin  facilities  and  destined 
to  the  named  destinations.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  above  authority  by  deleting 
the  language  “from  the  facilities  utilized 
by  Termicold  Corporation,"  and  “the 
facilities  utilized  by  Ida  Foods.  Ina” 
from  the  territorial  description. 

MC  95540  (Sub-1025F)(M1F)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  August  14, 1979.  Petitionen 
WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  1144 
West  Griffin  Rd..  Lakeland,  FL  33801. 
Representative:  Clyde  W.  Carver.  P.O. 
Box  720434,  Atlanta.  GA  30328. 

Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC  95540  (Sub-1025F). 
issued  July  2. 1979,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
drugs,  toilet  preparations,  health  care 
products,  magnesium  hydroxide,  and 
alumina  calcined  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  (l)(a)  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  (b)  fit)m 
Lakewood,  NJ,  and  Lewes.  DE,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  AK,  CT.  DE, 
HI.  ME.  MD,  MA.  NH.  NJ.  PA.  RI,  VA. 

VT.  WV,  and  DC),  (2)  from  Friendship, 
NC.  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK.  HI.  NC,  SC,  and  VA).  (3) 
from  Reno,  NV,  to  points  in  PA,  and  (4) 
from  San  Leandro,  CA.  to  points  in  GA, 
IN,  and  PA,  restricted  in  (1)  through  (4) 
above  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  indicated  destinations, 
and  further  restricted  in  (l)(a)  above  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
SmithKline  Corp.;  Merck,  Sharpe  & 
Dohme,  Division  of  Merck  &  Co..  Inc.; 
Wyeth  Laboratories,  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  Corporation; 
Vicks  Health  Care  Division  of 
Richardson-Merrell,  Inc.;  Wm.  H.  Rorer, 
Inc.;  or  McNeil  Labs.,  Inc.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the 
authority  by  deleting  the  language  “in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration”. 

MC  108340  (Sub-28)  (MlF)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  moffify  certificate), 
filed  August  6, 1979.  Petitioner:  HANEY  . 
TRUCK  UNE.  #1  Haney  Lane.  P.O.  Box 
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485,  Cornelius.  OR  97113. 

Representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr^ 
419  N.W.  23rd  Ave„  Portland.  OR  97210. 
Petitioner  holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC-108340  Sub  28,  issued 
January  8, 1976,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
dry  urea  and  dry  fertilizer,  in  bags,  from 
Portland.  OR.  to  points  in  WA.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
modify  the  above  authority  by  deleting 
the  language  “in  bags”  from  the 
commodity  description. 

MC 109821  (Sub-5)  (M4F)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  August  13, 1979.  Petitioner: 
TAYNTON  FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC,  40 
Main  St.,  Wellsboro,  PA  16901. 
Representative:  Dewey  T.  Whitford 
(same  address  as  petitioner).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier 
certificate  in  MC-109821  Sub  5,  issued 
March  3, 1978,  authorizing 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  as 
pertinent,  of  manufactured  glass 
products  and  commodities  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  shipment  of  manufactured 
glass  products,  between  Buffalo. 

Coming,  Elmira,  and  Horseheads,  NY, 
Boyertown,  Bradford,  Charleroi,  Port 
Allegany,  Wellsboro,  and  Dale  Summit, 
PA,  and  Fairmont  and  Parkersburg,  WV. 
on  the  one  hiuid,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT,  IN.  KY,  MA.  NJ.  NY.  OH 
PA.  RI,  and  WV  (except  that  no  traffic 
shall  be  transported  between  Bradford 
and  Port  Allegany,  PA.  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
NY  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Oswego,  NY,  and  extending  along  NY 
Hwy  57  to  Syracuse,  NY,  and  then  along 
US  Hwy  11  to  the  NY-PA  State  line).  By 
the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to 
add  HarrocLsbmg,  KY,  Greenville,  OH 
Greencastle,  PA,  and  Martinsburg,  WV. 
as  base  points  to  the  territorial 
description. 

MC  113313  (Sub-2)(M1F),  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  certificate), 
filed  August  17, 1979.  Petitioner:  UNION 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  P.O.  Box  284, 
Kenilworth,  NJ  07033.  Representative: 
George  A.  Olsen,  P.O.  Box  357, 

Gladstone,  NJ  07934.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  certificate  in 
MC-113313  Sub  2  issued  November  21. 
1975,  authorizing  transportation  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  routes.  General  commodities 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  points  in 
Hudson,  ^rgen,  Essex,  Passaic, 
Middlesex,  and  Union  Counties,  NJ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  points  in 


that  portion  of  the  NY,  NY  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  in  Commercial  Zones 
and  Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451 
(1951),  within  which  local  operations 
may  be  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
partial  exemption  of  Section  203(b)(8)  of 
the  Act  (the  “exempt”  zone),  points  in 
NJ  within  the  New  York,  NY 
Commercial  Zone  as  defined  in 
Commercial  Zones  and  Terminal  Areas, 
53  M.C.C.  451  and  496  (1951)  and  points 
in  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Westchester. 
Rockland,  and  Orange  Counties,  NY. 
Restriction:  The  operations  authorized 
herein  are  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  Said  operations  are 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  MacMillan  Bloedel 
Containers.  Inc.,  at  Union,  NJ.  The 
authority  granted  herein  shall  be  subject 
to  the  right  of  the  Commission,  which  is 
hereby  expressly  reserved,  to  impose 
such  terms,  conations,  or  limitations  in 
the  future  as  it  may  find  necessary  in 
order  to  insure  that  carrier’s  operations 
shall  conform  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  210  of  the  Act.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioners  seek  to  modify  the 
territorial  description  to  read  as  follows: 
Between  points  in  NJ  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  portion 
of  the  NY.  NY  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  in  Commercial  Zones  and 
Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451  (1951) 
within  which  local  operations  may  be 
conducted  pursuant  to  the  partial 
exemption  of  Section  203(b)(8)  of  the 
Act  (the  “exempt”  zone),  points  in  NJ 
within  the  NY,  NY  Commercial  Zone  as 
defined  in  Commercial  Zones  and 
Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  351  at  496 
(1951)  and  points  in  Nassau.  Suffolk, 
Westchester,  Rockland,  and  Orange 
Counties,  N.Y.  Restriction:  The 
operations  authorized  herein  are  subject 
to  the  following  conditions:  Said 
operations  are  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  MacMillan 
Bloedel  Containers.  Inc.,  at  Union,  NJ. 

The  authority  granted  herein  shall  be 
subject  to  the  right  of  the  Commission, 
which  is  hereby  expressly  reserved,  to 
impose  such  terms,  conditions,  or 
limitations  in  the  future  as  it  may  find 
necessary  in  order  to  insure  that 
carrier’s  operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  210  of  the  Act. 

MC  135335,  Ml  F,  Notice  of  filing  of 
petition  to  modify  certificate,  filed 
August  17, 1979.  Petitioner  'ITdE 
KINMAN  WRECKER  SERVICE.  INC., 

840  East  Sumner  Ave.,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46227.  Representative:  Roger  L.  Kinman 
(same  address  as  petitioner).  Petitioner 
holds  common  carrier  authority,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  MC  135335,  served 


August  8, 1973,  transporting  wrecked, 
disabled,  and  repossessed  motor 
vehicles,  replacement  vehicles  for 
wrecked  or  disabled  motor  vehciles,  and 
motor  vehicle  parts,  materials  and 
supplies  used  in  connection  with 
wrecked  or  disabled  vehicles,  by  the  use 
of  wrecker  equipment  only,  between 
points  in  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  DE,  GA,  IL. 
lA,  KS.  KY,  MD.  MI.  MN.  MS.  MO.  NJ. 
NY,  NC.  OH  PA.  SC.  TN.  VA,  WV.  WI. 
and  DC.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  delete  the  restrictive 
phrase  “by  the  use  of  wrecker 
equipment  only”. 

MC  138425,  Ml  F.  filed  August  24. 

1979,  Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to 
modify  a  certificate.  Petitioner 
HELMRICH  TOWING  SERVICE.  4450 
Mariton  Pike,  Pennsauken,  NJ  08110. 
Representative:  H.  Alfred  King,  Sr. 

(same  address  as  petitioner).  Petitioner 
holds  common  carrier  authority  in  MC 
138425,  served  January  11, 1974,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  wrecked, 
disabled,  and  inoperative  motor 
vehicles  and  trailers  and  replacement 
motor  vehicles  and  trailers  in  towaway 
service  by  wrecker  equipment,  between 
points  in  NJ,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  CT,  DE,  MD,  NY. 

OH,  PA,  VA,  and  DC.  By  the  instant 
petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  delete  “in 
towaway  service  by  wrecker 
equipment”. 

MC  143384  Ml  F.  filed  August  13. 1979. 
Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  add  a 
contracting  shipper.  Petitioner;  SENTER 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  65  Hale 
St.,  Haverhill,  MA  01830. 

Representative:  David  M.  Marshall,  101 
State  St — Suite  304,  Springfield,  MA 
01103.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  contract 
carrier  Permit  in  MC  143384  issued  May 
17, 1978,  authorizing  transportation,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  refined  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chelsea,  Revere,  and  Boston,  MA.  to 
points  in  Rockingham,  Hillsborough. 
Cheshire,  Sullivan,  Merrimack,  Strafford 
and  Belknap  Counties.  NH. 
RESTRICTION:  The  operations 
authorized  herein  are  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed, 
under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Northeast  Petroleum  Corp.;  P.C 
Petroleum,  Inc.,  and  Old  Colony 
Petroleum  Company,  Inc.,  all  located  at 
Chelsea,  MA.  By  the  instant  Petition. 
Petitioner  seeks  to  add  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation,  Fellows  Oil  Co.  Inc.  and 
Chevron  U.S.A.  Inc.  as  contracting 
shippers. 
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Republications  of  Grants  of  Operating 
Rights  Authority  Prior  to  CertiHcation 
Notice 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by 
order  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  over  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  in  the  proceeding 
must  be  Hied  with  the  Commission  on  or 
before  April  21, 1980.  Such  pleading 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(e)  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practice  (49  CFR  1100.247)  addressing 
speciHcally  the  issue(s)  indicated  as  the 
purpose  for  republication,  and  including 
copies  of  intervenor's  conflicting 
authorities  and  a  concise  statement  of 
intervenor's  interest  in  the  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  prejudiced  by  lack 
of  notice  of  the  authority  granted.  A 
copy  of  the  pleading  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s 
representative,  or  carrier  if  no 
representative  is  named. 

MC 126118  (Sub-128F)  (Republication), 
filed  February  5, 1979,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  27, 1979, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
CRETE  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  81228,  Lincoln,  NE  68501. 
Representative:  Duane  W.  Acklie  (same 
address  as  applicant).  A  Decision  of  the 
Commission,  Review  Board  Number  3, 
decided  January  18, 1980,  and  served 
February  13, 1980,  finds  that  the  present 
and  future  public  conveniehce  and 
necessity  require  operations  by 
applicant  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
used  by  and  dealt  in  by  metal 
fabricators  and  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  containers  and  hoists 
(except  liquid  commodities  in  bulk)  (1) 
between  Beatrice,  NE,  and  Dyersburg, 
TN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  AK 
and  HI),  (2)  from  Lewisport,  KY, 
Davenport,  lA,  Alcoa,  'TN,  Louisville, 

KY,  Sandow,  TX,  and  Spokane,  WA,  to 
Kansas  City,  MO,  and  (3)  from 
Massillon,  OH,  Detroit,  Midland,  PA, 
and  Chicago,  IL,  to  Sedalia,  MO,  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  such  service  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
indicate  applicant’s  actual  grant  of 
authority. 


Permanent  Authority  Decisions, 
Decision-Notice,  Substitution 
Applications:  Single-Line  Service  for 
Existing  Joint-Life  Service 

Decided:  March  3, 1980. 

The  following  apiplications,  Bled  on  or 
after  April  1, 1979,  are  governed  by  the 
special  procedures  set  forth  in  §  1062.2 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (49  CFR  1062.2). 

'The  rules  provide,  in  part,  that 
carriers  may  file  petitions  with  this 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  seeking 
intervention  in  these  proceedings.  Such 
petitions  may  seek  intervention  either 
with  or  without  leave  as  discussed 
below.  However,  all  such  petitions  must 
be  Bled  in  the  form  of  veriBed 
statements,  and  contain  all  of  the 
information  offered  by  the  submitting 
party  in  opposition.  Petitions  must  be 
Bled  with  the  Commission  on  or  before 
April  21, 1980. 

Petitions  for  intervention  without 
leave  (i.e.  automatic  intervention),  may 
be  Bled  only  by  carriers  which  are,  or 
have  been,  participating  in  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  by 
applicant’s  single-line  proposal,  and 
then  only  if  such  participation  has 
occurred  within  the  one-year  period 
immediately  proceeding  the 
application’s  Bling.  Only  carriers  which 
fall  within  this  Bling  category  can  base 
their  opposition  upon  the  issue  of  the 
public  need  for  the  proposed  service. 

Petitions  for  intervention  with  leave 
may  be  filed  by  any  carrier.  The  nature 
of  the  opposition;  however,  must  be 
limited  to  issues  other  than  the  public 
need  for  the  proposed  service.  'The 
appropriate  basis  for  opposition,  i.e. 
applicant’s  Btness,  may  include 
challenges  concerning  the  veracity  of 
the  applicant’s  supporting  information, 
and  the  bona-Bdes  of  the  joint-line 
service  sought  to  be  replaced  (including 
the  issue  of  its  substantiality).  Petitions 
containing  only  unsupported  and 
undocumented  allegations  will  be 
rejected. 

Petitions  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  An  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  petition  to  intervene 
shall  be  Bled  with  the  Commission,  and 
a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or  upon 
applicant  if  no  representative  is  named. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  March  21, 1980. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 


have  been  modifled  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  Btness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  Bnd, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  required  by  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  speciBcally  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  signiBcantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  petitioner,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  ii\terest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  10930(a) 

(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufBcient 
petitions  for  intervention,  filed  on  or 
before  April  21, 1980  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  upon  compliance  with 
certain  requirements  which  will  be  set 
forth  in  a  notiBcation  of  effectiveness  of 
the  decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that 
the  authority  sought  below  may 
duplicate  an  applicant’s  other  authority, 
such  duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
speciBc  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notiBcation  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  4,  Members  Fitzpatrick,  Fisher, 
and  Felder.  Member  Felder  not 
participating. 

MC  103373  (Sub-7F),  filed  July  19, 

1979.  Applicant:  HOWARD  MARTIN, 
INC.,  4315  Meyer  Rd.,  Fort  Wayne,  IN 
46801.  Representative:  Leonard  R. 
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Kofkin,  39  South  La  Salle  St..  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  To  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  such  commodities,  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
handling,  between  points  in  OH,  IN,  ML 
and  those  in  Lake.  Cook,  and  DuPage 
Counties.  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL,  AR,  CO,  CT.  DE, 
FL.  GA,  ID,  IL.  lA.  KY.  LA.  ME,  MD,  MA. 
MT.  MN.  MS.  MO,  NE.  NH.  NJ.  NY,  NC 
ND.  OK.  OR.  PA.  RI.  SC.  SD.  TN.  TX. 

UT,  VT.  VA,  WA.  WV.  WI.  WY,  and 
DC.  (Hearing  site:  Chicago,  IL) 

Note. — ^The  sole  purpose  of  this  applicatioa 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

MC 119656  (Sub-61F).  filed  June  27. 
1979.  Applicant:  NORTH  EXPRESS 
INC.,  219  Main  St.,  Winamac,  IN  46996. 
Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith.  P.O. 
Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240.  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
the  facilities  of  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation,  at  Lackawanna.  NY,  to 
points  in  CO.  lA,  KS.  MN.  MO,  MT,  NR 
ND.  and  SD,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  trafHc  originating  at 
the  named  origin.  (Hearing  site: 
Pittsburgh.  PA.) 

Note. — ^The  sole  purpose  of  this  applicatio* 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

MC  127042  (Sub-277F).  filed 
September  10, 1979.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  98 — Leeds  Station,  Sioux 
City,  LA  51106  Representative:  Joseph  B 
Davis  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (1)  cleaning,  scouring, 
washing,  and  buffing  compounds  (2) 
toilet  preparations  and  (3)  drugs,  and 
sodium  hypochlorite  solutions,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Chicago,  IL 
to  Denver,  CO,  Kansas  City,  MO, 
Minneapolis,  MN,  and  points  in  CA. 
(Hearing  site:  not  specifred.) 

Note. — ^The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

MC  138322  (Sub-12F),  filed  August  22. 
1979.  Applicant:  BHY  TRUCKING.  INC. 
9231  Whitmore  St..  El  Monte,  CA  91733. 
Representative:  Robert  Fuller.  13215  E. 
Penn  St,  Suite  310,  Whittier.  CA  90602. 

To  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting  (a)  oilfield  machinery, 
materials,  equipment,  supplies  and  (b) 
mining  and  road  building  machinery 


and  equipment,  including  structural 
steel,  pipe  and  well  casing  (excluding 
classes  A  and  B  explosives),  and  (c) 
used  construction  camp  equipment, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  (1) 
between  Gallup.  NM  and  points  in  CO, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  ^e  other, 
Holbrook  and  Ehrenberg,  AZ,  and  (2) 
between  Holbrook,  AZ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  NM,  and  (3) 
between  Pueblo,  CO,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other.  Boise  City.  OK,  and 
points  in  KS.  (Hearing  site:  Los  Angeles 
or  San  Francisco,  CA.) 

Note.— The  sole  purpose  of  this  application 
is  to  substitute  single-line  for  joint-line 
operations. 

Motor  Carrier  Operating  Rights 
Applications;  Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  March  1, 1979,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  petition  to  intervene 
either  with  or  without  leave  must  be 
filed  with  the  Conunission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  with  a  copy  being 
furnished  the  applicant  Protests  to  these 
applications  will  be  rejected. 

A  petition  for  intervention  without 
leave  must  comply  with  Rule  247(k) 
which  requires  petitioner  to  demonstrate 
that  it  (1)  holds  operating  authority 
permitting  performance  of  any  of  the 
service  which  the  applicant  seeks 
authority  to  perform,  (2)  has  the 
necessary  equipment  and  facilities  for 
performing  that  service,  and  (3)  has 
performed  service  %vithin  the  scope  of 
the  application  either  (a)  for  those 
supporting  the  application,  or,  (b)  where 
the  service  is  not  limited  to  the  facilities 
of  particular  shippers,  from  and  to,  or 
between,  any  of  the  involved  points. 

Persons  unable  to  intervene  under 
Rule  247(k)  may  file  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  under  Rule  247(1).  In 
deciding  whether  to  grant  leave  to 
intervene,  the  Commission  considers, 
among  other  things,  whether  petitioner 
has  (a)  solicited  the  traffic  or  business  of 
those  persons  supporting  the 
application,  or.  (b)  where  the  identity  of 
those  supporting  ffie  application  is  not 
included  in  the  published  application 
notice,  has  solicited  traffic  or  business 
identical  to  any  part  of  that  sought  by 
applicant  within  the  affected 
marketplace.  Another  factor  considered 
is  the  effects  of  any  decision  on 
petitioner's  interests. 

Samples  of  petitions  and  the  text  and 
explanation  of  the  intervention  rules  can 
be  found  at  43  FR  50906,  as  modified  at 
43  FR  60277.  Petitions  not  in  reasonable 


compliance  with  these  rules  may  be 
rejected.  Note  that  Rule  247(e),  where 
not  inconsistent  with  the  intervention 
rules,  still  applies.  Especially  refer  to 
Rule  247(e)  for  requirements  as  to 
supplying  a  copy  of  conflicting  authority, 
serving  the  petition  on  applicant’s 
representative,  and  oral  hearing 
requests. 

MC  13300  (Sub-92F).  filed  February  26 
1979,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Superhighway  Rules — Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Passengers,  49  CFR  1042.1. 
Applicant:  CAROLINA  COACH 
COMPANY.  d.b.a.  CAROLINA 
TRAILWAYS,  a  corporation,  1201  S. 
Blount  St.,  P.O.  Box  28086,  Raleigh,  NC 
27611.  Representative:  Lawrence  E. 
Lindeman,  1032  Pennsylvania  Bldg., 
Pennsylvania  Ave.  &  13th  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers, 
between  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95  and 
Interstate  Hwy  95  access  route  near 
Gold  Rock,  NC  and  junction  U.  S.  Hwy 
301  and  Interstate  Hwy  95  near  Kenly, 
NC,  over  Interstate  Hwy  95,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  Conditions:  (1)  this 
grant  of  authority  shall  not  be  severable, 
except  upon  this  Commission’s 
authorization,  by  sale  or  otherwise,  from 
the  appurtenant  underlying  authorized 
service  routes  between  termini  set  forth 
in  the  grant  of  authority  herein,  and  (2) 
applicant  is  required  to  maintain 
reasonable  and  adequate  service  over 
the  said  appurtenant  service  routes. 

MC  148091F.  filed  June  4, 1979. 
including  Motion  to  Dismiss 
Application.  Applicant:  TRI-COUNTY 
ENTERPRISES.  INC.,  21262  Telegraph 
Road,  Southfield,  MI  48075. 
Representative:  Martin  J.  Leavitt,  22375 
Haggerty  Road.  P.O.  Box  400,  Northville, 
MI  48167.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  over 
irregular  route,  transporting  salt,  in  bulk, 
in  dump  vehicles,  from  dock  facilities 
located  in  MI  to  points  in  MI,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  movement  by  water.  (Hearing  site: 
Detroit,  MI,  or  Washington,  DC.) 

Permanent  Authority  Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided:  March  5, 1980. 

The  following  broker,  freight 
forwarder  or  water  carrier  applications 
are  governed  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247).  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
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granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days 
after  the  date  notice  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  to  file  a  protest  within  30  days 
will  be  considered  as  a  waiver  of 
opposition  to  the  application.  A  protest 
under  these  rules  shall  comply  with  Rule 
247(e)(3)  of  the  rules  of  practice  which 
requires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain 
a  detailed  statement  of  protestant’s 
interest  in  the  proceeding,  as  specifically 
noted  below,  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon.  The  protest  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  A  protestant  shall  include  a 
jcopy  of  the  specific  portion  of  its 
authority  which  it  believes  to  be  in 
conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describe  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  this  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed.  Protests 
not  in  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission.  A  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  upon  applicant  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  the 
request  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(e)(4)  of  the  special  rules  and 
shall  include  ^e  certification  required  in 
that  section. 

Section  247(f)  provides,  in  part,  that 
an  applicant  which  does  not  intend 
timely  to  prosecute  its  application  shall 
promptly  request  that  it  be  dismissed, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an 
application  under  the  procedures  of  the 
Commission  will  result  in  its  dismissal. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
is  either  (a)  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  or,  (b)  will 
be  consistent  with  the  public  interest 


and  the  transportation  policy  of  49 
U.S.C.  10101.  Each  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform  the 
service  proposed  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  Title  49,  Subtitle  FV, 
United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
specifically  noted,  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  decision-notice  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  .authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice. 
To. the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce, 
and  Jones. 

Brokers 

MC 130610F,  filed  September  27, 1979. 
Applicant:  ELIZABETH  B. 
MOOREFIELD,  d.b.a.  ASHEVILLE 
TOURS,  164  Hillside  St.,  Asheville,  NC. 
Representative:  William  P.  Farthing,  Jr., 
1100  Cameron-Brown  Bldg.,  Charlotte, 
NC  28204.  To  engage  in  operations,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  Asheville,  NC,  in  arranging 
for  the  transportation,  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  or  charter  operations,  beginning 
and  ending  at  points  in  NC  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Hwy  301  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States,  (except  AK  and 
HI).  (Hearing  site:  Asheville  or 
Charlotte,  NC.) 

MC  130760F,  filed  January  8, 1980. 
Applicant:  RICHARD  JETT,  d.b.a. 
RICHARD  JETT  TOURS,  P.O.  Box  67, 
Campton,  I^  41301.  Representative: 
William  L.  Willis,  708  McClure  Bldg., 
Frankfort,  KY  40601.  To  engage  in 
operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  Campton,  KY, 
in  arranging  for  the  transportation,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  special  and  charter 


operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Breathitt,  Lee,  Magoffin, 
Menifee,  Morgan,  Powell  and  Wolfe 
Counties,  KY,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  AK  and  HI). 
(Hearing  site:  Lexington  or  Campton, 
KY.) 

MC  130768F,  filed  January  17, 1980. 
Applicant:  MARTZ  TRAVEL,  INC.,  239 
Old  River  Rd.,  Wilkes-Barre,  PA  18702. 
Representative:  S.  Berne  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
1166,  (100  Pine  St.),  Harrisburg,  PA 
17108.  To  engage  in  operations,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker,  at  Wilkes-Barre,  PA,  to  arrange 
for  the  transportation  by  motor  vehicle, 
of  passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  or  charter  operations,  between 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
AK  and  HI.  (Hearing  site:  Wilkes-Barre 
or  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  130788F,  filed  December  27, 1979. 
Applicant:  WILUAM  NEWLAND  AND 
RICHARD  WASHINGTON,  d.b.a.  NEW 
HORIZON  TOURS,  16  Moeller  St., 
Binghamton,  NY  13904.  Representative: 
Jan  L.  Shephard,  29  Riverside  Dr.,  P.O. 
Box  1116,  Binghamton,  NY  13902.  To 
engage  in  operations  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker,  at 
Binghamton,  NY,  to  arrange  for  the 
transportation  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
or  charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  NY,  and  extending  to 
points  in  NJ.  (Hearing  site:  Washington, 
DC.) 

MC  130790F,  filed  January  3, 1980. 
Applicant:  COLLEGE  EVALUA’HON 
TOURS,  INC.,  9  Koewing  Place,  West 
Orange,  NJ  07052.  Representative:  Linda 
Warner  (same  address  as  applicant).  To 
engage  in  operations,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker,  at  West 
Orange,  NJ,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  special 
or  charter  operations,  between  points  in 
ME,  VT,  NH,  MA,  RI,  CT,  NY,  PA,  NJ, 

DE,  MD,  VA,  NC,  and  DC.  (Hearing  site: 
Newark,  NJ.) 

Permanent  Property  Broker  Authority 
Decisions 

Decision-Notice 

Decided:  March  5, 1980. 

The  following  applications  are 
governed  by  49  CFR  Part  1045A. 
Applicants  seek  to  obtain  authority  to 
operate  as  brokers  of  motor  carrier 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  household  goods)  between  all 
points  in  the  United  States.  The  full  text 
and  explanation  of  the  rules  are 
contained  at  44  FR  53513. 

’The  sole  issue  upon  which  these 
applications  can  be  protested  is  the 
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fitness  of  applicant  (or  business 
associates)  to  perform  the  service. 
Protests  (an  original  and  one  copy)  must 
be  bled  with  the  Commission  wiUiin  30 
days  of  the  Federal  Register  publication. 
The  protest  must  contain  the  specific 
facts  being  relied  upon  to  challenge 
ntness,  and  must  contain  a  certification 
that  it  has  been  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  representative,  or,  if 
none  is  listed,  upon  the  applicant 
Applicant  may  file  a  reply  statement  to 
any  protests.  The  filing  of  these 
statements  will  complete  the  record, 
unless  it  is  later  determined  that  more 
evidence  must  be  supplied. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  fitness 
questions),  we  find,  preliminarily,  that 
each  applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  consistent  with  the 
public  interest  and  the  transportation 
policy  of  49  U.S.C.  10101,  and  that  each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
action  will  not  significantly  affect  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
conservation  of  energy  resources. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  on  or  before  April  21. 

1980.  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed)  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (except  those  with  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  efiectiveness  of  the 
decision-notice.  To  the  extent  that  the 
authority  sought  below  may  duplicate 
an  applicant’s  other  authority,  such 
duplication  shall  be  construed  as 
conferring  only  a  single  operating  right 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
t.  Members  Carleton,  Joyce,  and  Jones. 

MC 130571F.  filed  December  14. 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
ROBERT  J.  McCABE— PAUL  W. 
CURTINDALE,  2121 46th  Ave.,  S.W., 
Seattle,  WA  98116.  The  name  under 
which  operations  will  be  performed  is 
THE  FREIGHT  HOUSE.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Paul  W.  Curtindale  in 


this  proceeding  whose  address  is  2121 
46th  Ave.,  S.W.,  Seattle,  WA  98116. 
Following  are  the  names  and  business 
addresses  for  all  persons  who  are 
officers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent”  partners), 
and  first  five  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  Robert  J. 
McCabe,  partner,  12515  S.E.  171st  St., 
Renton,  WA  98055,  Paul  W.  Curtindale. 
partner,  (same  address  as  applicant). 
’The  daily  operations  will  be  managed 
by  Paul  W.  Curtindale  whose  business 
address  is  2121 46th  S.W.,  Seattle.  WA 
98116.  Applicant  is  affiliated  with  the 
following  shipper  or  warehouse:  None. 

MC  130618F.  filed  October  22, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
’TRANSMART,  3700  W.  47th  St., 

Chicago,  IL  60632.  The  name  under 
which  operations  will  be  performed  is 
’TRANSMART.  Applicant  is  represented 
by  Walter  L  Weart  in  this  proceeding 
whose  address  is  546  Anita  St.  Des 
Plaines.  IL  60016.  Following  are  the 
names  and  business  addresses  for  all 
persons  who  are  officer  and  directors, 
partners  (including  limited  or  “silent” 
partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Buddy  A.  Logan,  Partner  (50%); 
Calvin  Eisenberg,  Trustee;  Partner  (50%); 
the  above  consisting  of  officers, 
directors.  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  Buddy  A.  Logan  whose 
business  address  is  same  as  applicant 
Applicant  is  affiliated  with  the  following 
shipper  or  wharehouse:  None. 

MC  130650F.  filed  October  31. 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
COMMERCIAL  FREIGHT  BUREAU. 

P.O.  Box  3518,  El  Paso.  TX  79923.  The 
name  under  which  operations  will  be 
performed  is  COMMERCIAL  FREIGHT 
BUREAU.  Applicant  is  represented  by 
themselves  in  this  proceeding.  Following 
are  the  names  and  business  addresses 
for  all  persons  who  are  officer  and 
directors,  partners  (including  limited  or 
“silent”  partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Don  Retynski,  partner,  Delmar  A. 
Kirby,  partner  (same  address  as 
applicant).  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  Don  Retynski  and  Delmar 
A.  Kirby  whose  business  address  is  P.O. 
Box  3518,  El  Paso,  'TX  79923.  Applicant 
is  affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC  130711F,  filed  December  6, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
’TRANS-SAVE,  INC.,  6114  Bent  Tree 
Court.  Charlotte.  NC  28212.  The  name 
under  which  operations  will  be 
performed  in  TRANS-SAVE,  INC. 
Applicant  is  represented  by  Garland  V. 
Moore  in  this  proceeding  whose  address 
is  6114  Bent  Tree  Court,  Charlotte,  NC 


28212.  Following  are  the  names  and 
business  addresses  for  all  persons  who 
are  officers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent”  partners), 
and  first  five  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  Preston  S. 
Anderson,  Resident  and  shareholder, 
and  Garland  V.  Moore,  secretary, 
treasurer,  and  shareholder,  (same 
address  as  applicant).  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Preston 
S.  Anderson  and  Garland  V.  Moore, 
whose  business  address  is  6114  Bent 
Tree  Court,  Charlotte,  NC  28212. 
Applicant  is  affiliated  with  the  following 
shipper  or  warehouse:  None. 

MC  130720F.  filed  December  16. 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
BOLLIGER,  INC.,  One  Bolliger  Place. 
Stamford,  CT  06907.  The  name  under 
which  operations  will  be  performed  is 
BOLLIGER,  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Sidney  L.  Goldstein,  190 
Church  Street,  New  Haven,  CT  06510. 
Following  are  the  names  and  business 
addresses  of  all  persons  who  are  officer 
and  directors,  partners  (including 
limited  or  “silent”  partners),  and  first 
five  principal  shareholders,  with  their 
appropriate  titles:  Stephen  Gerard, 
I^esident,  Director  and  shareholder, 
Antonia  Gerard,  Secretary  and 
Treasurer,  William  E.  McCrain,  Vice 
President,  Director,  and  shareholder 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Arturo 
Zumstein,  Director  and  shareholder, 

P.O.  Box  500,  Rome.  Italy.  Arturo 
Bolliger,  Director  and  shareholder.  P.O. 
Box  500,  Rome,  Italy,  Ward  F.  Cleary,  Jr., 
Director,  666  Summer  Street  Stamford. 
CT  06907,  Rudolph  Bollinger, 
shareholder,  P.O.  Box  500,  Rome.  Italy. 
The  daily  operations  will  be  managed 
by  Stephen  Gerard  whose  address  is  the 
same  as  applicant.  Applicant  is 
affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC  130721F,  filed  December  5, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
NORTH  AMERICAN  DISTRIBUTION 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  411,  New 
Haven.  IN  46774.  The  name  under  which 
operations  will  be  performed  is  NORTH 
AMERICAN  DISTRIBUTION  SYSTEMS. 
INC.,  or  NADS.  Applicant  is  represented 
by  Bruce  W.  Boyarko  in  this  proceeding 
whose  address  is  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort 
Wayne,  IN  46801.  Following  are  the 
names  and  business  addresses  for  all 
persons  who  are  officers  and  directors, 
partners  (including  limited  or  “silent” 
partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Kenneth  W.  Maxfield,  Director, 
Martin  A.  Weissert,  Director,  B.  Wade 
Monroe,  Director  and  Treasurer, 

Kenneth  W.  Maxfield,  President,  Dennis 
Pressler,  Vice  President,  Margaret  S. 
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Vegeler,  Secretary.  All  business 
addresses  are  P.O.  Box  988,  Fort  Wayne, 
IN  46801.  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  Dennis  l^ssler  whose 
business  address  is  P.O.  Box  411,  New 
Haven,  IN  46774.  Applicant  is  affiliated 
with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC 130740F,  filed  December  17, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are  SHO- 
LEN,  INCm  10869  Drury  Lane,  Lynwood, 

CA  90262.  The  name  under  which  _ 

operations  will  be  performed  is  PACIFIC 
TRANSPORTATION.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Milton  W.  Flack,  4311 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90010.  Following  are  the  names  and 
business  address  for  all  persons  who  are 
officers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent”  partners), 
and  first  five  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  Donald  R. 
Shores,  Jr.,  President,  Director,  and 
shareholder,  Margaret  K.  Shores, 
Secretary,  Treasurer  and  Director,  and 
shareholder  (both  same  address  as 
applicant).  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  Donald  R.  Shores,  Jr., 
whose  business  address  is  same  as 
applicant.  Applicant  is  affiliated  with 
the  following  shipper  or  warehouse: 
None. 

MC  130750F,  filed  December  21, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
AMODIO  MOVING,  INC.,  600  East  St.. 
New  Britain,  CT  06051.  The  name  under 
which  operations  will  be  performed  is 
AMODIO  MOVING.  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  in 
this  proceeding  whose  address  is  Suite 
1200, 1000  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Following  are 
the  names  and  business  addresses  for 
all  persons  who  are  officers  and 
directors,  partners  (including  limited  or 
“silent”  partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Frank  E  Amodio,  president, 
treasurer,  and  shareholder,  600  East  St., 
New  Britain,  CT.  Debra  L.  Norman,  Vice 
President  and  shareholder.  111 
Oakwood  Drive,  New  Britain,  CT,  Jayne 
Amodio,  Vice  President  and 
shareholder.  111  Oakwood  Drive,  New 
Britain,  CT,  Louis  G.  Amodio,  Jr.,  Vice 
President  and  shareholder,  170  Barbour 
Road,  New  Britain,  CT,  and  Lenore  T. 
Amodio,  secretary.  Vice  President,  and 
shareholder,  170  Barbour  Road,  New 
Britain.  CT.  The  daily  operations  will  be 
managed  by  Frank  E  Amodio  whose 
business  address  is  600  East  St,  New 
Britain,  CT  06051.  Applicant  is  affiliated 
with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  North  American 
Warehouses. 

MC  130770F,  filed  January  22, 1980. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 


THOMAS  D.  HYNES.  78  Caledonia 
Road,  Pueblo,  CO  81001.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Charles  J.  ICmball,  in 
this  proceeding  whose  address  is  350 
Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  St, 
Denver,  CO.  Following  are  the  names 
and  business  addresses  for  all  persons 
who  are  officers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent”  partners), 
and  first  five  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  Thomas  D. 
Hynes,  sole  owner.  The  daily  operations 
v\rill  be  managed  by  Thomas  D.  Hynes 
whose  business  address  is  78  Caledonia 
Road,  Pueblo,  CO  81001.  Applicant  is 
affiliated  with  the  following  shippers 
and  carriers:  C  F  ft  I  Steel.  Johns- 
Manville  Sales  Corp.,  A.  P.  Green 
Refi'actories,  Summit  Brick,  Pueblo 
Army  Depot  Timberline  Pipe,  Western 
Pipe  ft  Tube,  Front  Range  Supply, 
Colorado  Steel  ft  Iron,  and  Speken  Iron 
ft  Metal,  all  of  Pueblo,  CO,  H  ft  H  Steel 
ft  Wire.  Rocky  Ford,  CO,  Mulock 
Welding,  Colorado  Springs,  CO, 
Roadrumer  Trucking.  Albuquerque, 

NM.  Newman  Bros.  Trucking,  Ft  Worth, 
TX  Sammons  Trucking,  Missoula,  MT, 
Glass  Trucking,  Newkkk,  OK,  Getter 
Trucking,  Billings,  MT,  Belger  Cartage, 
Kansas  City,  MO,  Red  Ball  Motor 
Freight  Dallas,  TX.  Ringsby  Truck 
Lines.  Denver,  CO,  Edson  Express. 
Longmont  MO,  Mercer  Transportation, 
Louisville,  KY,  T.I.M.E  DC,  Jackson.  MI, 
and  E  L  Murphy  Trucking,  St.  Paul.  MN. 

MC  130778F.  filed  January  22. 1980. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
ACTION  CENTER  BROKERAGE  INC., 
Suite  811,  Metcalf  Bldg.,  100  South 
Orange  Ave.,  Orlando,  FL  32801.  The 
name  under  which  operations  will  be 
performed  is  ACTION  CENTER 
BROKERAGE  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  James  E  Wharton  in  this 
proceeding  whose  address  is  Suite  811, 
Metcalf  Bldg.,  100  S.  Orange  Ave., 
Orlando,  FL  32801.  Following  are  the 
names  and  business  addresses  of  all 
persons  who  are  officers  and  directors, 
partners  (including  limited  or  “silent” 
partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  James  E  Wharton.  Resident, 
director,  and  sole  shareholder.  Suite  811, 
Metcalf  Bldg.,  100  S.  Orange  Ave., 
Orlando,  FL  32801.  The  daily  operations 
will  be  managed  by  James  E  Wharton 
whose  business  address  is  Suite  811, 
Metcalf  Bldg.,  100  S.  Orange  Ave., 
Orlando,  FL  32801.  Applicant  is 
affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC  130779F,  filed  January  22, 1980. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are 
CALIFORNIA  TERMINAL  CO..  INC. 
3240  E  Bandini  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90023.  The  name  under  which  operations 


will  be  performed  is  CALIFORNIA 
TERMINAL  CO..  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  Robert  J.  Gallagher,  in 
this  proceeding  whose  address  is  Suite 
1200, 1000  Coimecticut  Ave.,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20036.  Following  are 
the  names  and  business  addresses  for 
all  persons  who  are  officers  and 
directors,  partners  (including  limited  or 
“silent”  partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  Lynda  L  Wall,  President  and 
Director  (shareholder),  3240  E.  Bandini 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90023;  Sherri  L 
Wall.  Vice  President  and  Director 
(shareholder).  3240  E.  Bandini  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90023;  and  Judith  A.  Mylan, 
Secretary /Treasurer  and  Director 
(shareholder),  3240  E.  Bandini  Blvd.,  Los 
Angeles.  CA  90023.  The  daily  operations 
wiU  be  managed  by  Lynda  L.  Wall, 
whose  business  address  is  3240  E. 
Bandini  Blvd.,  Los  Angeles.  CA  90023. 
Applicant  is  affiliated  with  various 
shippers  or  warehouses  in  the  area. 

MC  130782F,  filed  February  11, 1980. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are  D.  E 
CURTTS  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  1208, 
Burley,  ID  83318.  The  name  imder  which 
operations  will  be  performed  is  D.  E 
CURTTS  COMPANY.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  William  Parsons  in  this 
proceeding  whose  address  is  137  West 
13th  St..  Burley,  ID  83318.  Following  are 
the  names  and  business  addresses  of  all 
persons  who  are  officers  and  directors, 
partners  (including  limited  or  “silent” 
partners),  and  first  five  principal 
shareholders,  with  their  appropriate 
titles:  D.  R.  Curtis  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  The  Amalgamated  Sugar 
Company,  who  is  the  sole  principal 
shareholder,  whose  business  address  if 
First  Security  Bank  Bldg.,  Box  1520, 
Ogden,  UT  84402.  D.  R.  Curtis,  PresidenL 
David  Martin.  V.  Pres.,  Robert  S. 

Lehman,  Asst.  Secretary-Treasurer, 
Dennis  R.  Curtis,  Director,  whose 
business  address  is  P.O.  Box  1208, 

Burley,  ID  83318,  and  Alan  Lipman, 
Director,  William  Ludwig,  Director,  and 
Larry  Corry,  Director,  whose  business 
address  is  First  Security  Bank  Bldg.,  Box 
1520,  Ogden.  UT  84402.  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Randy 
Curtis  whose  business  address  is  P.O. 
Box  1208,  Burley,  ID  83318.  Applicant  is 
affiliated  with  the  following  shipper  or 
warehouse:  None. 

MC  130783F.  filed  December  11, 1979. 
Applicant’s  name  and  address  are: 
LEANDER  E.  TUTTLE,  Houlton  Rd.,  P.O. 
Box  791,  Presque  Isle.  ME  04769.  The 
name  under  which  operations  will  be 
performed  is  MAINE  TRUCKER’S 
EXCHANGE  INC.  Applicant  is 
represented  by  himself  in  this 
proceeding  whose  address  is  Houlton 
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Rd.,  P.O.  Box  791,  Presque  Isle,  ME 
04769.  Following  are  the  names  and 
business  addresses  of  all  persons  who 
are  offlcers  and  directors,  partners 
(including  limited  or  “silent”  partners), 
and  furst  flve  principal  shareholders, 
with  their  appropriate  titles:  Leander  E. 
Tuttle,  President,  principal  stockholder, 
Brett  P.  Tuttle,  V.  Pres.  &  Director, 
Patricia  C.  Tuttle,  Director,  whose 
business  address  is  P.O.  Box  791, 
Presque  Isle,  ME  04769,  and  Walter  S. 
Sage,  Secretary,  P.O.  Box  207,  Fort 
FairHeld,  ME  04742.  The  daily 
operations  will  be  managed  by  Leander 
E.  Tuttle,  whose  business  address  is 
Moulton  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  791,  Presque  Isle, 
ME  04769.  Applicant  is  affiliated  with 
the  following  shipper  or  warehouse: 
None. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations  Notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission  under  the  Deviation 
Rules — Motor  Carrier  of  Property  (49 
CFR  1042.4(c)(ll)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any 
proposed  deviation  route  herein 
described  may  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  manner  and  form 
provided  in  such  rules  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
on  or  before  April  21, 1980. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  either  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  or 
energy  policy  and  conservation. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

MC  35320  (Deviation  No.  27).  T.I.M.E.- 
DC,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2550  Lubbock,  TX 
79408,  filed  February  25, 1980.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
cammadities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  deviation  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  South  Bend.  IN,  over  US  Hwy  33/ 
31  to  Benton  Harbor.  MI,  and  (2)  From 
South  Bend.  IN,  over  US  Hwy  31  to 
junction  US  Hwy  12  near  Niles.  MI,  then 
over  US  Hwy  12  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  94  near  New  Buffalo,  MI  and  return 
over  the  same  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Chicago.  IL  over  Interstate  Hwy  94 
(Formerly  US  Hwy  12)  to  Detroit.  ML 
and  (2)  From  Chicago.  IL  over  US  Hwy 
20  to  junction  US  Hwy  31  at  South  Bend. 
IN. 

MC  43421  (Deviation  No.  39),  DOHRN 
TRANSFER  COMPANY.  4016  9th  St, 


Rock  Island.  IL  61201,  filed  March  4. 
1980.  Carrier’s  representative  Edward  G. 
Bazelon,  39  S.  LaSalle  St..  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
comman  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
general  cammadities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Peoria,  IL  over  US  Hwy  24 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  475  (near 
Toledo.  OH),  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
475  to  junction  US  Hwy  20.  then  over  US 
Hwy  20  to  Toledo,  OH  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Chicago,  IL  over  US  Hwy  66  to 
junction  US  Hwy  66A,  then  over  US 
Hwy  66A  to  junction  US  Hwy  66,  then 
over  US  Hwy  66  to  junction  IL  Hwy  116, 
then  over  IL  Hwy  116  to  Peoria,  IL,  and 
(2)  From  Toledo,  OH  over  OH  Hwy  51  to 
junction  US  Hwy  20,  then  over  US  Hwy 
20  to  Chicago.  IL  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

MC  79085  (Deviation  Route  No.  2). 
filed  February  27, 1980.  Applicant: 
FAIRBANKS  EXPRESS.  INC.,  North 
Hoosick  Road.  Hoosick  Falls,  NY  12090. 
Applicant's  Representative:  David  M. 
Marshall,  Esq.,  Marshall  and  Marshall, 
101  State  Street — Suite  304,  Springfield, 
MA  01103.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
ol general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Albany.  NY  over  US  Hwy 
9  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  then  over 
U.S.  Highway  20  to  Pittsfield.  MA  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  'The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 

From  Albany,  NY,  over  NY  Highway  32 
to  Watervliet,  NY,  then  over  NY 
Highway  7  to  junction  NY  Highway  22. 
then  over  NY  Highway  22  to  North 
Petersburg,  NY,  then  over  NY  Highway 
346  to  the  New  York-Vermont  State  line, 
then  over  Vermont  Highway  346  to 
Pownal,  VT  then  over  US  Hwy  7  to 
Pittsfield,  MA  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

MC  110325  (Deviation  Route  No.  40). 
filed  February  25, 1980.  Applicant: 
TRANSCON  LINES,  P.O  Box  92220,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90009.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  cammadities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  over  a  deviation 


route  as  follows:  fi'om  Toledo.  OH  over 
OH  Hwy  51  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy 
280,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  280  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  420,  then  over  OH 
Hwy  420  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  20,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  20  to  junction  OH  Hwy 
18,  then  over  OH  Hwy  18  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  77,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  77  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  76, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  76  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  80,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  80  to  junction  PA  Hwy  970,  then 
over  PA  Hwy  970  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
322,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  322  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  22,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  22  to 
Harrisburg,  PA  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  fi'om  Toledo. 
OH  over  U.S.  Hwy  23  to  junction  OH 
Hwy  18,  then  over  OH  Hwy  18  to 
jimction  U.S.  Hwy  224,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  224  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  21.  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  21  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
30,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to  junction 
U.S.  Hwy  22,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  22  to 
Harrisburg,  PA,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  AppUcation(s) 
Notice 

The  following  application(s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  Intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  10931  (formerly  Section 
206(a)(6])  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act.  These  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  245  of  the  Commission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR 
1100.245),  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for 
information  concerning  the  time  and 
place  of  State  Commission  hearings  or 
other  proceedings,  any  subsequent 
changes  therein,  and  any  other  related 
matters  shall  be  directed  to  the  State 
Commission  with  which  the  application 
is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T-3844.  filed 
September  4, 1979.  Applicant:  FRANK 
ANICETO,  d.b.a.,  COLONIAL 
HIGHWAY  EXPRESS.  100  Elmhurst 
Place,  Buffalo,  NY  14216. 

Representative:  William  ).  Hirsch,  43 
Court  Street,  Buffalo.  NY  14202. 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  fi'eight 
service,  as  follows:  Transportation  of: 
Iron  and  steel  articles,  between  all 
points  in  the  State,  except  the  Counties 
of  Columbia.  Dutchess.  Nassau,  Orange. 
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Putnam,  Suffolk,  Sullivan,  Ulster  and 
Westchester.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 
HEARING:  Date,  time  and  place  not  yet 
fixed.  Requests  foj  procedural 
information  should  be  addressed  to  New 
York  State  Department  of 
Transportation,  1220  Washington  Ave., 
State  Campus  Bldg.  #4,  Room  G-21, 
Albany,  NY,  12232,  and  should  not  be 
directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Permanent  Ex-Water  Authority 
Decision-Notices 

Decided;  March  5, 1980. 

The  following  applications  are 
governed  by  49  C^  1062.3.  Applicants 
seek  to  obtain  motor  common  carrier 
authority  to  perform  service  within  the 
commercial  zone  of  port  cities  where  the 
shipment  has  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  maritime  carrier.  The  full 
text  and  explanation  of  the  rules  are 
contained  at  44  FR  7965,  as  corrected  at 
44  FR  37230. 

The  sole  issue  upon  which  these 
applications  can  be  protested  is  the 
applicant’s  Btness  to  perform  the 
service.  Protests  (an  original  and  one 
copy)  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  April  21. 1980.  The  protest 
must  contain  the  specific  facts  being 
relied  upon  to  challenge  fitness,  and 
must  contain  a  certification  that  it  has 
been  served  concurrently  upon 
applicant’s  representative,  or,  if  none  is 
listed,  upon  the  applicant.  Applicant 
may  file  a  reply  statement  to  any 
protest.  The  filing  of  these  statements 
will  complete  the  record,  unless  it  is 
later  determined  that  more  evidence 
must  be  supplied. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  notice,  decision,  or  letter 
which  will  be  served  on  each  party  of 
record.  Broadening  amendments  will  not 
be  accepted  after  the  date  of  this 
publication. 

Any  authority  granted  may  reflect 
administratively  acceptable  restrictive 
amendments  to  the  service  proposed 
below.  Some  of  the  applications  may 
have  been  modified  to  conform  to  the 
Commisssion’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.gs.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems]  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  common  carrier 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
proposed  service  is  required  by  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity. 

Each  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
to  properly  perform  the  service  proposed 


and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV.  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
Except  where  speciBcally  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  signiHcantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  those  proceedings  containing  a 
statement  or  note  that  dual  operations 
are  or  may  be  involved  we  find, 
preliminarily  and  in  the  absence  of  the 
issue  being  raised  by  a  protestant,  that 
the  proposed  dual  operations  are 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  transportation  policy  of  49  U.S.C. 
10101  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission,  which  is  expressly 
reserved,  to  impose  such  terms, 
conditions  or  limitations  as  it  finds 
necessary  to  insure  that  applicant’s 
operations  shall  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C  10930  (A) 
(formerly  section  210  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act). 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests,  filed  within  30  days  of 
publication  of  this  decision-notice  (or,  if 
the  application  later  becomes 
unopposed),  appropriate  authority  will 
be  issued  to  each  applicant  (except 
those  with  duly  noted  problems)  upon 
compliance  with  certain  requirements 
which  will  be  set  forth  in  a  notification 
of  effectiveness  of  the  decision-notice. 

To  the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  such  duplication  shall 
be  construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  all 
specific  conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant 
or  grants  of  authority  within  90  days 
after  the  service  of  the  notification  of 
the  effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice, 
or  the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  1,  Members  Carleton,  Joyce, 
and  Jones. 

MC 129420  (Sub-4F),  filed  November  9, 
1979.  Applicant:  ULE  INTERNA'nONAL 
COMPANIES,  a  corporation,  15605  SW 
72nd,  Tigard,  OR  97223.  Representative: 
Jack  R.  Davis,  1100  IBM  Bldg.,  Seattle. 
WA  98101.  Transporting  ^enero/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the 
commercial  zones  of  (a)  Seattle.  WA,  (b) 
Tacoma,  WA,  (c)  Longview,  WA,  (d) 
Vancouver,  WA,  and  (e)  Portland,  OR, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

(Hearing  site:  Portland,  OR,  or  Seattle, 
WA). 

MC  133350  (Sub-5F),  filed  September 

20, 1979.  Applicant:  AQUA  GULF 


CORPORATION.  1032  Julia  St., 
Elizabeth.  NJ  07201.  Representative:  Roy 
A.  Jacobs,  550  Mamaroneck  Ave., 
Harrison,  NY  10528.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  of  New  York,  NY, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 
(Hearing  site:  New  York,  NY.) 

MC  138322  (Sub-20F],  filed  December 

17. 1979.  Applicant:  BHY  'TRUCKING, 
INC.,  9231  Whitmore,  El  Monte,  CA 
91733.  Representative:  John  W.  Carlisle, 
P.O.  Box  967,  Missouri  City,  ’TX  77459. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  commercial  zones 
of  (a)  Houston,  TX,  (b)  Galveston,  TX, 

(c)  Texas  City,  TX,  (d)  Baytown.  TX,  (e) 
Beaumont,  TX,  (f)  Port  Arthur,  TX,  (g) 
Orange,  TX,  (h)  La  Porte,  TX,  (i)  Port 
Lavaca,  TX,  (j)  Corpus  Christi,  TX,  (k) 
Bay  City,  TX,  (1)  Port  O’Connor,  TX,  (m) 
Brownsville.  'DC,  (n)  Port  of  Brownsville, 
TX,  (o)  New  Orleans,  LA,  (p)  Baton 
Rouge.  LA,  (q)  Lake  Charles,  LA,  (r)  Los 
Angeles,  CA,  (s)  San  Diego,  CA,  (t)  San 
Francisco,  CA,  (u)  Oakland,  CA,  and  (v) 
Port  of  Stockton,  CA,  restricted  to  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water.  (Hearing  site:  Houston,  TX.) 

MC  141140  (Sub-3F),  filed  November 

16. 1979.  Applicant:  DIPIETRO' 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  2201 
Sixth  Ave.  South,  Seattle,  WA  98134. 
Representative:  George  H.  Hart.  1100 
IBM  Building,  Seattle,  WA  98101. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives) 
between  points  in  the  commercial  zones 
of  (a)  Seattle,  WA  and  (b)  Tacoma.  WA, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

(Hearing  site:  Seattle,  WA.) 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

MC  142359  (Sub-9F),  filed  November 

14. 1979.  Applicant:  PORT  EAST 
'TRANSFER,  INC.,  1404  S.  Clinton  St.. 
Baltimore,  MD  21224.  Representative: 

Mel  P.  Booker,  Jr.,  110  S.  Columbus,  SL, 
Alexandria,  VA  22314.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  of  Norfolk,  VA, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 

(Hearing  site:  Norfolk,  VA,  or 
Washington,  DC.) 

MC  148329  (Sub-2F),  filed  January  14, 
1980.  Applicant:  AOL  EXPRESS.  INC., 
6441  C  St.,  Anchorage,  AK  99502. 
Representative:  Michael  B.  Crutcher, 

2000  IBM  Bldg.,  Seattle.  WA  98101. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives], 
between  points  in  the  commercial  zone 
of  Anchorage,  AK,  restricted  to  traffic 
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having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water.  (Hearing  site:  Anchorage,  AK. 
or  Seattle.  WA.) 

MC 148971F,  filed  November  1, 1979. 
Applicant:  YOUNG’S  EXPRESS,  INC« 
1501  North  Warwick  Ave.,  Baltimore. 
MD  21216.  Representative:  Brian  S. 
Stem,  2425  Wilson  Blvd.,  Suite  367, 
Arlington,  VA  22201.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives)  between  points  in  the 
commercial  zone  of  Baltimore,  MD, 
restricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water. 
(Hearing  site:  Baltimore.  MD,  or 
Washington.  DC.) 

Note. — Dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

Irregular-Route  Motor  Common  Carriers 
of  Property-Elimination  of  Gateway 
Letter  Notices 

The  following  letter-notices  of 
proposals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the 
purpose  of  reducing  hi^way  congestioa 
alleviating  air  and  noise  pollution, 
minimizing  safety  hazards,  and 
conserving  fuel  have  been  filed  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under 
the  Commission’s  Gateway  Elimination 
Rules  (49  CFR  Part  1065),  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is 
hereby  given  as  provided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  March  31, 

1980.  A  copy  must  also  be  served  upon 
applicant  or  its  representative.  Protests 
against  the  elimination  of  a  gateway  will 
not  operate  to  stay  commencement  of 
the  proposed  operation. 

Successfully  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  these  rules  will  be 
number  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must ' 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

The  following  applicants  seek  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicles,  over  irregular  routes. 

MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E390).  filed  May 

31, 1977.  Applicant  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTA’nON,  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  TX  75222.  Representative:  H.  N. 
Cunningham,  III  (same  as  above). 
Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight  requirs 
the  use  of  special  equipment  and  parts 
thereof,  when  moving  in  connection  with 
such  commodities,  between  (A)  points  io 
FL  in  and  west  of  Holmes,  Washington, 
and  Bay  Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  NY;  and  (B) 
points  in  FL.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  othqr,  points  in  NY  in,  north  and 
west  of  Chautauqua,  Erie,  Wyoming. 
Livingston,  and  Monroe  Counties. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  points  within  a  50- 


mile  radius  of  Nashville,  TN,  and  points 
in  KY  and  Philadelphia,  PA.) 

MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E403).  filed  May 

31, 1977.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
’TRANSPORTA’nON.  P.O.  Box  5976, 
Dallas,  ’TX  75222.  Representative:  H.  N. 
Cunningham,  III  (same  as  above). 
Commodities,  the  transportation  of 
which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
related  machinery,  parts,  materials,  and 
supplies  when  moving  in  connection 
with  such  commodities,  between  (A) 
points  in  IL  in.  west  and  sooth  of 
McHenry,  Kane,  KendaU,  Grundy. 
Livingston,  Ford  and  Vermillion 
Counties,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  'TN  in  and  east  of 
Montgomery,  Houston,  Humphreys, 
Perry,  and  Wayne  Counties:  and  (B) 
points  in  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  ’TN  in,  east  and  south  of 
Sumner,  Davidson,  Williamson, 
Hickman,  Louis,  and  Lawrence 
Counties,  and  in,  west  and  south  of 
Macon,  Jackson,  Putnam,  Cumberland, 
Morgan,  Anderson.  Knox.  Jefferson, 
Hamblen.  Greene,  Washington  and 
Cartier  Counties.  Restriction:  The 
service  authorized  here  is  subject  to  the 
following  restriction;  no  service  shall  be 
performed  in  the  stringing  or  picking  up 
of  any  of  the  above  commodities  in 
connection  with  main  or  trunk  pipelines. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  points  within  a  50- 
mile  radius  of  Nashville.  TN,  and  points 
in  KY.) 

MC  83539  (Sub-No.  E555).  filed  May 

31, 1977.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  PO  Box  5978, 
Dallas.  TX  75222.  Representative:  H.  N. 
Cunningham.  HI  (same  as  above).  (A) 
Such  self-propelled  articles  (except  in 
driveaway  service)  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more  which  may  be  included 
in  heavy  machinery,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith, 
between  points  in  MO  in  and  west  of  St. 
Charles,  Warren.  Gasconade,  Phelps, 
Dent,  Shannon,  Carter,  Butler,  Dunklin, 
and  Pemiscot  Counties,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  PA  in  and 
east  of  Warren,  Forest,  Clarion, 
Armstrong,  Indiana.  Cambria  and 
Somerset  Counties,  restricted  to 
commodities  which  are  transported  on 
trailers,  and  (B)  self-propelled  articles, 
weighing  15,000  pounds  or  more  (except 
in  driveaway  service)  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith, 
between  points  in  MO  in  and  west  of  St. 
Charles,  Warren.  Gasconade.  Maries. 
Pulaskie,  Texas,  Shannon.  Carter,  Butler. 
Dunkhn,  and  Pemiscot  Counties,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  the  other,  points 
in  PA.  (Gateway  eliminated:  (A)  points 


in  AR  and  KY,  and  (B)  points  in  lA,  IL, 
IN.) 

MC  104896  (Sub-E5),  filed  June  4. 1974. 
Applicant:  WOMELDORF,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  G,  Knox,  PA  16232.  Representative: 
Robert  L.  Womeldorf  (same  as  above). 
Prepared  food  products,  (A)  between 
points  in  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  oHier,  Altoona.  Clearfield,  St.  Marys, 
and  Smethport  PA:  and  (B)  from 
Baltimore,  MD.  to  Altoona.  Clearfield, 

St.  Marys,  and  Smethport.  PA;  and  (C) 
from  Alleghany  County,  PA,  to 
Baltimore.  MD.  (Gateways  eliminated: 
(A)  points  in  PA  on  US  Hwy  219,  and  (B) 
and  (C)  Pittsburgh.  PA.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E20),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road. 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St.. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  (a)  from  points 
in  KY  to  points  in  NY  (except  points  on 
or  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Hancock 
extending  along  NY  Hwy  17  to  junction 
NY  Hwy  30,  then  along  NY  Hwy  30  to 
junction  NY  Hwy  23,  then  along  NY 
Hwy  23  to  jimction  NY  Hwy  23A,  then 
along  NY  Hwy  23A  to  junction  NY  Hwy 
23.  then  along  NY  Hwy  23  to  the  NY-MA 
State  line),  and  (b)  from  points  in  KY  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Covington  extending  along  1  Hwy  75  to 
junction  KY  Hwy  27,  then  along  KY  Hwy 
27  to  the  KY-TN  State  line,  to  points  in 
NY  excluded  under  part  (a).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E21),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
'TRANSPORT,  INC,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractoiy 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
KY  to  points  in  MI  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  extending 
along  US  Hwy  33  to  junction  I  Hwy  196, 
then  along  I  Hwy  196  to  junction  1  Hwy 
94,  then  along  I  Hwy  94  to  and  including 
Wayne  County.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Detroit  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E22),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road. 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St.. 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20036.  Refractoiy 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
KY,  to  points  in  Wayne.  Susquehanna, 
Bradford,  Tioga,  Pike,  Lackawanna, 
Wyoming  and  Sullivan  Counties,  PA, 
and  points  in  Luzerne  County,  PA,  on 
and  north  of  I  Hwy  60.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E23),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC,  1200  Butler  Road, 
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Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractoiy 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
MO  (except  points  in  Butler,  Stoddard, 
Mississippi,  New  Madrid.  Dunklin,  and 
Pemiscot  Counties),  to  points  in  MD. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC 113666  (Sub-E24),  filed  December 

31, 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  to 
MO  to  points  in  PA.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Detroit,  and  Buffalo, 

NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E25),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  fi'om  points  to 
MO  to  points  in  N).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E26),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  to 
MO  to  points  in  NY.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E27),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  fi'om  points  to 
MO,  to  points  in  MI  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  MO-OH  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  127  to  junction 
US  Hwy  27,  then  along  US  Hwy  27  (also 
known  as  I  Hwy  75),  ending  at  the 
Straits  of  Mackinac  and  points  in 
Chippewa.  Mackinac,  and  Luce 
Counties,  ML  (Upper  Peninsula). 
Restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  from  points  in  Marion, 
Shelby.  Macon,  Lewis.  Knox,  Adair, 
Sullivan,  Putnam.  Schuyler,  Scotland, 
and  Clark  Counties.  MO,  to  points  in 
Ingham.  Jackson,  and  Lenawee 
Counties,  MI.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E28),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  fiom  points  to 
MO  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  MO-OK  State  line  extending  along 


US  Hwy  60  to  junction  US  Hwy  65,  then 
along  US  Hwy  65  to  junction  MO  Hwy  5, 
then  along  MO  Hwy  5  to  junction  US 
Hwy  54,  then  along  US  Hwy  54  to 
junction  US  Hwy  40,  then  along  US  Hwy 
40  to  junction  MO  Hwy  161,  then  along 
MO  Hwy  161  to  junction  US  Hwy  61, 
then  along  US  Hwy  61  to  the  MO-IA 
State  line  (including  Springfield, 
Lebanon,  Jefferson  City),  to  points  in  OH 
on  and  north  of  a  line  begiiming  at  the 
OH-MI  State  line  extending  along  OH 
Hwy  109  to  junction  OH  Hwy  2,  Aen 
along  OH  Hwy  2  to  junction  I  Hwy  475, 
then  along  I  Hwy  475  to  junction  US 
Hwy  20,  then  along  US  Hwy  20  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  13,  then  along  OH 
Hwy  13  to  junction  US  Hwy  224,  then 
along  US  Hwy  224  to  junction  OH  Hwy 
421,  then  along  OH  Hwy  421  to  junction 
I  Hwy  76,  then  along  I  Hwy  76  to 
junction  US  Hwy  244,  then  along  US 
Hwy  244  to  the  OH-PA  State  line 
(including  Fremont  and  Norwalk,  and 
Akron).  (Gateway  eliminated:  Detroit, 
MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E29).  filed  December 

31, 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  120(J  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
Mineral,  Hampshire,  Morgan,  Hardy, 
Berkeley.  Jefferson.  Tucker,  Grant, 
Wetzel.  Marion,  Monogalia,  and  Preston 
Counties,  WV,  to  points  in  Lake.  Porter, 
Laporte,  and  St.  Joseph  Counties,  IN. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E30),  filed  December 

31, 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
PA  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Tuna  extending  along  US  Hwy  219  to 
junction  US  Hwy  119,  then  along  US 
Hwy  119  to  junction  PA  Hwy  56,  then 
along  PA  Hwy  56  to  jimction  US  Hwy 
220,  then  along  US  Hwy  220  to  the  PA- 
MD  State  line,  to  points  in  Lake,  Porter, 
La  Porte,  St.  Joseph,  Elkhart,  MarshaU, 
and  Starke  Counties,  IN.  Restricted 
against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  fiom  Clearfield,  PA  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof,  and  fiom 
Clymer,  Mt.  Union,  and  Womelsdorf, 

PA.:  and  brick  and  structural  title  fiom 
Clearfield,  PA.  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub*E31).  filed  December 

31, 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St, 


NW.,  Washington.  DC  20036.  Refractoiy 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
WV  to  points  in  MI  on  and  north  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Grand  Haven 
extending  along  US  Hwy  31  to  junction 
MI  Hwy  40,  then  along  MI  Hwy  40  to 
junction  MI  Hwy  89,  then  along  MI  Hwy 
89  to  junction  US  Hwy  131,  then  along 
US  Hwy  131  to  junction  I  Hwy  94,  then 
along  I  Hwy  94  to  and  including  Wayne 
County.  (Gateway  eliminated:  Detroit 
MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E32),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  fiom  points  in 
PA  to  points  in  MI.  Restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  from 
Clearfield,  PA  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  from  Clymer.  Mt. 
Union,  and  Womelsdorf,  PA,  and  brick 
and  structural  title  from  Clearfield,  PA, 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E33),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  fiom  points  in 
Hancock,  Brooke,  Ohio,  Marshall, 
Wetzel.  Doddridge,  Gilmer,  Clahoun, 
Roane,  Kanawha,  Boone,  Logan,  and 
Mingo  Counties,  WV,  to  points  in  NY  in 
or  north  of  Erie,  Wyoming,  Livingston, 
Yates,  Schuyler,  Tompkins.  Cortland, 
Broome.  Delaware,  Greene,  and 
Columbia  Counties  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Steuben  County  on  and  north  of 
NY  Hwy  17.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E34),  filed  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  (A)  from 
points  in  PA  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  PA-WV  State  line 
extending  along  PA  Hwy  381  to  junction 
US  Hwy  30,  then  along  US  Hwy  30  to 
junction  PA  Hwy  711,  then  along  PA 
Hwy  711  to  junction  PA  Hwy  56,  then 
along  PA  Hwy  56  to  jimction  US  Hwy 
22,  then  along  US  hwy  22  to  junction  US 
Hwy  219  then  along  US  Hwy  219  to  the 
PA-NY  State  line  (including  Du  Bois  and 
Bradford),  to  points  in  NY  on  and  north 
of  US  Hwy  20  (including  Buffalo, 

Geneva,  and  Albany);  (B)  from  points  in 
PA  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  PA-MD  State  line  extending  along 
US  Hwy  11  to  junction  US  Hwy  22,  then 
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along  US  Hwy  22  to  the  PA-N]  State  line 
(including  Chambersburg,  Harrisburg, 
and  Allentown,  Bethlehem  and  Easton), 
to  points  in  NY  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Silver  Creek  extending 
along  NY  Hwy  428  to  junction  NY  Hwy 
39.  then  along  NY  Hwy  39  to  junction 
NY  Hwy  98,  then  along  NY  Hwy  98  to 
Point  Breeze  (including  Silver  Creek  and 
Batavia).  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  refractory  products 
from  Clearfreld,  PA,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof,  and  from  Clymer,  Mt 
Union,  and  Womelsdorf,  PA,  and  brick 
and  structural  tile  from  Clearheld,  PA 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Buffalo,  NY.) 

MC 113066  (Sub-E35),  Hied  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  is 
WV  on  and  north  of  US  Hwy  33,  to 
points  in  n,  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  IL-IA  State  line 
extending  along  IL  Hwy  17  to  junction 
US  Hwy  34,  then  along  US  Hwy  34  to 
junction  IL  Hwy  78,  then  along  IL  Hwy 
78  to  junction  IL  Hwy  91,  then  along  IL 
Hwy  91  to  junction  IL  Hwy  93,  then 
along  IL  Hwy  93  to  junction  IL  Hwy  29i, 
then  along  IL  Hwy  29  to  junction  IL  Hwy 
71,  then  along  IL  Hwy  71  to  junction  US 
Hwy  52,  then  along  US  Hwy  52  to 
junction  US  Hwy  66,  then  along  US  Hwy 
66  to  junction  I  Hwy  294,  then  along  I 
Hwy  294  to  the  IL-IN  State  line 
(including  Chicago).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E36),  Hied  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road. 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
PA  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
PA-DE  State  line  extending  along  PA 
Hwy  100  to  junction  US  Hwy  22,  then 
along  US  Hwy  22  to  the  PA-N)  State  line 
(including  Pottstown  and  Allentown, 
Bethlehem  and  Easton),  to  Toledo,  OH: 

(B)  from  points  in  PA  in  and  north  of 
Pike,  Lackawanna,  Wayne,  Wyoming. 
Bradford,  and  Tioga  Counties,  to 
Cleveland,  OH.  (Gateway  eliminated: 
Detroit,  MI  in  part  (A)  and  Buffalo.  NY 
in  part  (B)) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E37),  Hied  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road. 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative:* 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
and  north  of  Darke,  Shelby.  Logan-, 


Hardin,  Hancock.  Seneca,  Huron. 
Lorain,  Cuyahoga.  C^auga,  and 
Ashtabula  Counties,  OH,  to  points  in  NJ 
on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
PA-N)  Stateline  extending  along  I  Hwy 
78  to  junction  I  Hwy  287,  then  along  1 
Hwy  287  to  the  NJ-NY  State  line. 
(Gateway  eliminated:  Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E38).  fried  December 

31, 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT.  INC.  1200  Butier  Road, 
Freeport  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  (A)  from 
points  in  OH,  to  points  in  and  north  of 
-  Cattaraugus.  Allegany,  Steuben, 
Chemung.  Tioga,  Broome,  Delaware. 
Greene,  and  Columbia  Counties,  NY;  (6) 
from  points  in  Hamilton  Coimty,  OH, 
and  points  in  OH  on  and  north  a  line 
beginning  at  the  OH-IN  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  42  to  junction 
US  Hwy  68,  then  along  US  Hwy  68  to 
junction  OH  Hwy  235,  then  along  OH 
Hwy  235  to  junction  US  Hwy  36,  then 
along  US  Hwy  36  to  junction  US  Hwy  4. 
then  along  US  Hwy  4  to  junction  US 
Hwy  36,  then  along  US  Hwy  36  to 
junction  I  Hwy  71,  then  along  I  Hwy  71 
to  junction  I  Hwy  271,  then  along  I  Hwy 
271  to  junction  I  Hwy  80.  then  along  I 
Hwy  80  to  junction  OH  Hwy  44,  then 
along  OH  Hwy  44  to  junction  US  Hwy 
322,  then  along  US  Hwy  322  to  the  OH- 
PA  State  line,  to  points  in  NY.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Buffalo.  NY.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E39).  fried  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St, 
NW,  Wasinington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  from  points  in 
PA,  to  points  in  and  nor^  of  Henderson. 
Warren,  Knox,  Stark,  Bureau.  Lee,  De 
Kalb,  Kendall,  and  Will  Coimties,  IL, 
and  points  in  LaSalle  County,  IL.  north 
of  the  Illinois  River  (including  LaSalle). 
Restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
refractory  products  from  Clearfreld,  PA, 
and  points  within  25  miles  thereof,  and 
from  Clymer,  Mt  Union,  and 
Womelsdorf,  PA,  and  brick  and 
structural  tile  from  Clearfreld,  PA.  and 
points  within  25  miles  thereof.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Detroit  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E40).  fried  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road. 
Freeport  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn,  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk),  (A)  from 
points  in  OH.  to  points  in  Monroe  and 
Wayne  Counties,  MI,  and  points  in  and 
north  of  St.  Clair,  Macomb,  Oakland, 
Genesee,  Saginaw,  Midland,  Isabella, 


Mecosta.  Lake  and  Manistee  Counties, 
MI;  (B)  fix)m  points  in  OH  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  OH-KY  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  62  to  junction 
US  Hwy  68.  then  along  US  Hwy  68  to 
junction  US  Hwy  25,  then  along  US  Hwy 
25  to  junction  I  Hwy  475,  then  along  1 
Hwy  475  to  the  OH-MI  State  line 
(including  Springfield,  Bellefontaine,  and 
Findlay  and  Toledo),  to  points  in  MI  on 
and  north  of  I  Hwy  96  (including  Lansing 
and  Grand  Rapids).  (Gateway 
eliminated:  Detroit,  MI.) 

MC  113666  (Sub-E41),  fried  December 

31. 1979.  Applicant:  FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1200  Butler  Road, 
Freeport,  PA  16229.  Representative: 
William  H.  Shawn.  Suite  501, 1730  M  St., 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20036.  Refractory 
products  (except  in  bulk).  (A)  frnm 
Toledo,  OH,  to  points  in  PA  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  PA-DE  State 
line  extending  along  PA  Hwy  100  to 
junction  US  Hwy  22,  then  along  US  Hwy 
22  to  the  PA-NJ  State  line  (including 
Pottstown,  Allentown,  BetMehem,  and 
Easton);  (B)  fr'om  Cleveland,  OH,  to 
points  in  PA  in  and  north  of  Wayne, 

Pike,  Lackawanna,  Wyoming,  Bradford, 
and  Tioga  Coimties.  (Gateway 
eliminated:  (A)  Detroit,  MI.  (B)  Buffalo. 
NY.) 

MC  119531  (Sub-El27).  fried  June  4. 
1974.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS.  INC« 
5319  Woster  Road,  Cincinnati,  OH 
45226.  Representative:  Paul  F.  Beery,  8 
East  Broad  St,  Columbus.  OH  43215. 
Machinery  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  pulpboard,  frtim  points 
in  MI  on,  west  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  IN-MI  State  line 
extending  along  US  Hwy  131  to  junction 
MI  Hwy  55,  then  along  MI  Hwy  55  to 
Tawas  City,  to  Cincinnati,  OH. 

(Gateway  eliminated:  Noblesville,  IN.) 

MC  118831  (Sub-E89).  fried  April  19, 
1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  5388, 
Uwharrie  Road,  High  Point  NC  27263. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley, 

Suite  805, 666  Eleventh  St..  NW. 
Washington.  DC  20001.  Liquid 
petrochemicals  (except  fertilizer  and 
vegetable  oils),  in  bulk  from  points  in 
Richmond  County.  GA.  to  points  in  MS. 
(Gateways  eliminated:  Charlotte,  NC 
and  Lanett  AL  commercial  zone  located 
in  GA.) 

MC  124174  (Sub-E44),  fried  June  4. 

1974.  Applicant:  MOMSEN  TRUCKING 
CO..  P.O.  Box  37490,  Omaha.  NE  68137. 
Representative:  Karl  E.  Momsen  (same 
address  as  above).  Hides,  skins,  and 
pieces  thereof,  tannery  products, 
tannery  by-products,  and  supplies 

(except  commodities  in'bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  points  in  SC,  to  (a)  points 
in  TN  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
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the  GA-TN  State  line  extending  along 
TN  Hwy  3  to  junction  I  Hwy  24,  then 
along  I  Hwy  24  to  junction  US  Hwy  127, 
then  along  US  Hwy  127  to  the  TN-KY 
State  line:  (b)  points  in  VA  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  TN-VA  State 
line  extending  along  US  Hwy  23  to 
junction  US  Hwy  421/58,  then  along  US 
Hwy  421/58  to  junction  I  Hwy  81,  then 
along  I  Hwy  81  to  Staunton,  then  along  I 
Hwy  64  to  junction  US  Hwy  60,  then 
along  US  Hwy  60  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean; 
and  (c)  points  in  MO,  NE,  SD,  MN.  lA. 
WI,  IL,  IN,  KY,  MI,  OH,  WV,  MD.  PA, 

NJ,  NY,  MA,  VT,  NH,  and  ME. 
(Gateways  eliminated:  Chattanooga  or 
Kingsport,  TN,  or  Richmond  or  Norfolk, 
VA.) 

Transportation  of  “Waste**  Products  for 
Reuse  or  Recycling 

Special  Certificate  Letter  Notice(s) 

The  following  letter  notices  request 
participation  in  a  Special  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  for 
the  transportation  of  “waste”  products 
for  reuse  or  recycling  in  furtherance  of  a 
recognized  pollution  control  program 
under  the  Commission's  regulations  (49 
CFR  Part  1062)  promulgated  in  “Waste” 
Products, 

Ex  Parte  No.  MC-85. 124  M.C.C.  583 
(1976).  Requests  are  processed  as 
seeking  authority  between  all  points  in 
the  United  States. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
(including  protestant's  complete 
argument  and  evidence)  against 
applicant’s  participation  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  on  or  before  April  10, 1980. 
A  copy  must  also  be  served  upon 
applicant  or  its  representative.  Protests 
against  the  applicant’s  participation  will 
not  operate  to  stay  commencement  of 
the  proposed  operation. 

If  the  applicant  is  not  otherwise 
informed  by  the  Commission,  operations 
may  commence  within  30  days 

of  the  date  of  its  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  subject  to  its  tariff  publication 
effective  date. 

P-2-80  (SPECIAL  CER'nFICATE— 
WASTE  PRODUCTS),  filed  January  28. 
1980.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 
CARTAGE  CO.,  343  Axminster  Dr., 
Fanton,  MO  63026.  Representative:  John 
D.  Erwin,  Traffic  Mgr.  (address  same  as 
applicant).  Sponsor:  International  Metal 
Recycling  Corporation,  Casa  Grande, 

AZ.  Commodities:  Waste  Products 
(toxic  chemical  wastes). 

P-3-80  (SPECIAL  CER’nFICATE— 
WASTE  PRODUCTS),  filed  February  11, 
1980.  Applicant:  CHEM-FREIGHT,  INC., 
33  Industry  Dr.,  Bedfor,  OH  44146. 
Representative:  E.  H.  Deusen,  P.O.  Box 


97, 220  West  Bridge  St.,  Dublin,  OH 
43017.  Sponsor.  Erie  way  Pollution 
Control,  Inc.,  of  Bedford  and  Cleveland, 
OH.  Commodities:  Waste  Products. 

P-4-80  (SPECIAL  CERnnCATE— 
WASTE  PRODUCTS),  filed  January  14. 
1980.  Applicant:  N.  L  &  B. 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  4  May 
Ave.,  Quaker  Hill,  CT  06375. 
Representative:  Geral  A.  Joseloff,  80 
State  St.,  Hardford,  CT  06103.  Sponsor. 
Levine  Distributing  Company.  Inc., 
Norwich.  CT.  Commodities:  Waste 
Products. 

By  the  Commission. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8699  Filed  3-20-80;  8:4S  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program;  New 
Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the  State 
of  Oregon 

This  notice  announces  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Extended  Benefit  Period  in  the 
State  of  Oregon,  effective  on  March  16, 
1980. 

Background 

The  Federal-State  Extended 
Unemployment  Compensation  Act  of 
1970  (26  U.S.C.  3304  note)  established 
the  Extended  Benefit  Program  as  a  part 
of  the  Federal-State  Unemployment 
Compensation  Program.  The  Extended 
Benefit  Program  takes  effect  during 
periods  of  high  unemployment  in  a  State 
or  the  nation,  to  furnish  up  to  13  weeks 
of  additional  benefits  to  eligible 
individuals  who  have  exhausted  their 
rights  to  regular  benefits  under 
permanent  State  and  Federal 
unemployment  compensation  laws.  Part 
615  of  Title  20,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  implements  the  statute  (20 
CFR  Part  615). 

In  accordance  with  section  203(e)  of 
the  Act,  the  Oregon  unemployment 
compensation  law  provides  that  there  is 
a  State  ”on”  indicator  in  the  State  for  a 
week  if  the  head  of  the  State 
employment  security  agency  determines, 
in  accordance  with  20  CFR  615.12(e), 
that,  for  the  period  consisting  of  that 
week  and  the  immediately  preceding  12 
weeks,  the  rate  of  insured  * 
unemployment  under  the  State 
umemployment  compensation  law 
equalled  or  exceeded  the  State  trigger 


rate.  20  CFR  615.12(b)  or  (c).  The 
Extended  Benefit  Period  actually  begins 
with  the  third  week  following  the  week 
for  which  there  is  an  “on”  indicator.  A 
benefit  period  will  be  in  effect  for  a 
minimum  of  13  consecutive  weeks,  and 
will  end  the  third  week  after  there  is  an 
“off’  indicator. 

Determination  of  “on”  Indicator 

The  head  of  the  employment  security 
agency  of  the  State  of  Oregon  has 
determined  that,  for  the  period 
consisting  of  the  week  ending  on  March 
1, 1980.  and  the  immediately  preceding 
12  weeks,  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  in  the  State  equalled  or 
exceeded  the  State  trigger  rate. 

Therefore,  an  Extended  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  that  State  with  the  week 
beginning  on  March  16, 1980. 

Information  for  Claimants 

The  duration  of  Extended  BeneBts 
payable  in  the  Extended  Benefit  Period, 
and  the  terms  and  conditions  on  which 
they  are  payable,  are  governed  by  the 
Act  and  the  State  unemployment 
compensation  law.  The  State 
employment  security  agency  will  furnish 
a  written  notice  of  potential  entitlement 
to  Extended  Benefits  to  each  individual 
who  has  established  a  benefit  year  in 
the  State  that  will  expire  after  the  new 
Extended  Benefit  Period  begins,  and 
who  has  exhausted  all  rights  under  the 
State  unemployment  compensation  law 
to  regular  benefits  before  the  beginning 
of  the  new  Extended  Benefit  Period.  20 
CFR  615.13(d)(1).  The  State  employment 
security  agency  also  will  provide  such 
notice  promptly  to  each  individual  who 
exhausts  all  rights  under  the  State 
umemployment  compensation  law 
during  the  Extended  Benefit  Period, 
including  exhaustion  by  reason  of  the 
expiration  of  the  individual’s  benefit 
year.  20  CFR  615.13(d)(2). 

Persons  who  believe  they  may  be 
entitled  to  Extended  Benefits  in  the 
State  of  Oregon,  or  who  wish  to  inquire 
about  their  rights  under  the  Extended 
Benefit  Program,  should  contact  the 
nearest  State  Employment  Office  of  the 
Oregon  Employment  Division  in  their 
locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March  14, 
1980. 

Ernest  G.  Green, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment  and 
Training.  •  ^ 

|FR  Ooc.  80-8599  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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Mine  Safety  and  Health  Administration 
(Docket  No.  M-80-31-M] 

Ideal  Basic  Industries,  Inc.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Potash  Company  of  America  Division 
of  Ideal  Basic  Industries.  Inc..  P.O.  Box 
31.  Carlsbad.  New  Mexico  88220.  has 
hied  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  57.11-52(d]  (Escapeways)  to 
its  Potash  Company  of  America  Mine 
located  in  Eddy  County.  New  Mexico,  in 
accordance  with  section  101(c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977. 

The  substance  of  the  petition  follows: 

1.  The  mineral  mined  is  sylvinite.  a 
non-flanunable  mechanical  mixture 
consisting  principally  of  potassium  and 
sodiiun  chloride  crystals.  It  is  neither 
toxic  nor  corrosive,  the  petitioner  states, 
and  of  itself  is  an  excellent  hre 
extinguisher.  The  ore  does  not  emit  any 
noxious  gas  into  the  mine. 

2.  The  mine  covers  a  seven  by  eight 
mile  area.  It  is  ventilated  by  360,000 
cubic  feet  per  minute  of  air  with 
separated  air  intake  and  return  using 
five  shafts.  Four  of  the  shafts  are 
equipped  with  hoists. 

3.  The  petitioner  states  that  “all  areas 
of  the  mine  can  be  evacuated  from  the 
working  place  to  the  surface  using  the 
normal  exit  method  to  the  shaft  bottoms 
and  either  of  the  separate  escapeways 
(shafts)  to  the  surface  within  one  hour.” 

4.  A  refuge  chamber  has  been 
constructed  but  there  are  no  compressed 
air  lines  and  waterlines.  Petitioner 
alleges  that  the  presence  of  such  lines 
would  constitute  a  diminution  of  safety 
for  the  following  reasons: 

a.  Fresh  water  will  dissolve  potash 
and  salt,  causing  structural  failures. 

b.  Compressed  air  may  contain  a  high 
level  of  contaminants. 

c.  Fresh  water  and  compressed  air 
tines  could  create  a  variety  of  electrical 
hazards. 

5.  As  an  alternative  to  30  CFR  57.22- 
S2(d),  the  petitioner  proposes  to  provide 
the  following: 

a.  A  refuge  chamber  with  not  less  than 
2,000  cubic  feet  volume  per  miner  per 
day  of  maximum  stay.  If  less  than  2,000 
cubic  feet  of  air  should  be  available  in 
the  refuge  chamber,  oxygen  cylinders 
and  carbon  dioxide  absorbent  would  be 
added. 

b.  Two  quarts  of  water  per  man  per 
day  of  maximum  stay  in  sealed 
containers  in  the  refuge  area. 

c.  Suitable  hand  tools  and  stopping 
(sealing)  materials  in  the  refuge  area. 

d.  A  telephone  circuit  to  the  surface 
that  is  independent  of  the  main  power 
supply. 


6.  The  petitioner  alleges  that  the 
proposed  alternative  to  application  of  30 
CFR  57.11-52(d)  will  result  in  no  less 
than  the  same  measure  of  safety  as  that 
provided  by  the  standard. 

Request  for  Conunents 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  21. 1980.  Conunents  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards, 

Regvilations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration.  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  13. 1980. 

Frank  A.  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances. 

pK  Doc.  80-M00  Filed  a-aa-aa  MS  am] 
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(Docket  No.  M-80-20-C) 

Renea  Energy,  Ltd.;  Petition  for 
Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Renee  Energy,  Limited,  P.O.  Box  1516, 
Bristol,  Virginia  24201  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of  30 
CFR  75.1719  (illumination)  to  its  Mine 
No.  1  located  in  Buchanan  County. 
Virginia.  The  petition  is  filed  in 
accordance  with  section  101(c)  of  the 
Federal  Mine  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1977. 

A  summary  of  the  petitioner’s 
statements  follows: 

1.  Petitioner  is  mining  coal  seams 
ranging  from  26  to  34  inches  in  height. 

2.  Use  of  lighting  fixtures  on  the  sides 
of  petitioner’s  self  propelled  mining 
equipment  would  cause  temporary 
blindness  to  the  operators  and  other 
miners  affected  by  requiring  them  to 
constantly  adjust  to  changes  in 
illumination. 

3.  Installation  of  stationary  lights 
would  also  create  additional, 
debilitating  heat  in  the  confiningly  small 
areas  in  which  the  miners  must  work. 

4.  Due  to  low  seam  conditions,  lighting 
fixtures  installed  on  the  tops  or  sides  of 
the  equipment  would  be  sheared  ofr  or 
the  lamps  frequently  broken, 
diminishing  the  safety  to  the  operator  by 
increasing  the  prospect  of  more  serious 
equipment  failure,  wedging,  jamming  or 
upset. 

5.  As  lighting  fixtxu*es  are  sheared  off, 
roof  bolts,  cross  beams  and  straps  will 
also  be  sheared  off.  thereby  damaging  or 
destroying  roof  support. 

6.  As  an  alternative  method,  petitioner 
proposes  to  use  lighting  fixtures  on  the 
front  and  rear  of  all  equipment 


reasonably  calculated  to  insure  safety  of 
the  operator  and  others. 

7.  For  these  reasons,  petitioner 
requests  a  modification  of  application  of 
the  standard  for  its  mine. 

Request  for  Comments 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
furnish  written  comments  on  or  before 
April  21, 1980.  Comments  must  be  filed 
with  the  Office  of  Standards. 

Regulations  and  Variances,  Mine  Safety 
and  Health  Administration,  Room  627, 
4015  Wilson  Boulevard,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22203.  Copies  of  the  petition  are 
available  for  inspection  at  that  address. 

Dated:  March  13, 1960. 

Frank  A  White, 

Director,  Office  of  Standards,  Regulations 
and  Variances, 

(FR  Doc.  80-8601  Filed  S-20-80;  8:45  am| 
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Office  of  the  Sectary 

Investigations  Regarding 
Certifications  of  Eligibility  To  Apply  for 
Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  and 
are  identified  in  the  Appendix  to  this 
notice.  Upon  receipt  of  these  petitions, 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance.  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has 
instituted  investigations  pursuant  to 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  each  of  the ' 
investigations  is  to  determine  whether 
absolute  or  relative  increases  of  imports 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  articles  produced  by  the  workers’ 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 

Petitioners  meeting  these  eligibility 
requirements  will  be  certified  as  eligible 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  The 
investigations  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial 
separations  began  or  threatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the 
petitioners  or  any  other  persons  showing 
a  substantial  interest  in  the  subject 
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matter  of  the  investigations  may  request 
a  public  hearing,  provided  such  request 
is  hied  in  writing  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  not  later 
than  March  31, 1980. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  regarding  the 


subject  matter  of  the  investigations  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  March  31, 1980. 

The  petitions  tiled  in  this  case  are 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  * 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 


Appendix 


Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
200  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  17th  day 
of  March  1980. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  T^de  Adjustment 
Assistance. 


PeUUontr.  Union/workert  or  Location  Data 

former  worker*  of—  received 


Garment  Maker*,  Inc,  (worker*)  . .  Brooklyn.  N.Y. . —  2/29/80 

Cannelton  Indwtries.  Inc.,  Pocahonta*  Div.  Cannelton,  W.  Va -  2/29/80 

(UMWA). 

Heidi  Fashion*  (ILGWU) . .  New  York.  N.Y. -  2/26/80 

Frolic  Footwear  (Retail  Clerk*  International  Walnut  Ridge,  Ark. - -  2/20/80 

Union). 

Keuffel  a  Esser  (workers) . . .  Cap*  May  Court  House,  N.J. .  2/26/80 

Richard  Sportswear  Corryjany,  Inc.  (ACTWU) .  Allentown,  Pa -  2/25/80 

Metal  Forge  Company  (UAW) . . .  Deshler,  Ohio  2/25/80 

Michigan  Screw  Procucts  (worker*)  _ _  Centerline,  Mich — .  2/20/80 

Fedder  Corporation  (workers) . —  Edison,  N.J - ...  2/26/80 

International  Silver  De  P.R.,  Inc.  (company)  _  San  German,  P.R -  2/22/80 

General  Electric  Company,  Engineering  Sec-  Cleveland,  Ohio - : - -  2/28/80 

non  o(  Miniature  Lamp  Dept  (workers). 

Harmony  Mining  Comp^  (UMWA)  _ _  Johnstown,  Pa .... _ ................  2/29/80 

Fairhaven  Corp.  (International  Leather  New  Bedford,  Mas* . —  2/20/80 

Goods,  Plastic  A  Novelty  Worker*  Union). 

E  &  R  Creation*.  Inc.  (worker*) _ New  York,  N.Y -  2/14/80 

CHy  Auto  Stamping  Company  (UAW) _ Toledo,  Ohio -  2/28/80 

Mterodot  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  Detroit  Dia-  Wynadotte,  Mich . 2/22/80 

mond  Dtv.  (worker*). 

LaSale  Steel  Co.  (Prograsalv*  Steelworker*  HammotxL  Ind - - - 2/20/80 

of  Hammond,  Ire.). 

Wallace  Murray  Cono.,  Schwitze  Engineered  Rolla,Mo . . 2/25/80 

Component*  (UAW). 

Alma  Foundation*.  Inc.  (ULGWU) _ _  Oeewgo,  N.Y -  2/19/80 

New  Haven  Foundry  (UAW) _ _  New  Haven,  Mich _  2/26/80 

Automoliv*  Anodbing  Company  (workar*) —  Detroit  Mbh . .  2/22/80 

Singer  Company  (lUfl) . . .  Elizabeth,  N.J _  2/25/80 

Belmont  Garment  Coinpany  (company) _ Cambridge,  Mas*. . . 2/19/60 

Clinton  Pattern  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Mocei  Toledo,  Ohio _ 2/25/80 

Maker*). 

Maumee  Pattern  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Model  Toledo,  Ohio . 2/25/80 

Makers). 

Alaron  Pattern  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Model  Toledo,  Ohio _  2/25/80 

Makers). 

Jeep  Corporation  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Model  Toledo,  Ohio . . 2/25/80 

Makers). 

Seaway  Pattern  Work*  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Toledo,  Ohio _  2/25/80 

Model  Makers). 

The  Erler  Coip.  (The  Pattern,  Mold  A  Model  Toledo,  Ohio _ t/25/80 

Makers). 

Chrysler  Corp.,  Wyoming  Export  Plant  (UAW).  Detroit  Mich . 3/4/80 

Feno  Manutacturi^  Corp.,  ML  Pleasant  Div.  ML  Pleasant,  Mich . .  2/26/80 

(UAW). 

Stevens  Paper  Mills,  Inc.  (UPlU) .  Westfield.  Mass _ _ ...U  2/2S/8Q 

Riverside  Manufacturing  Industries.  Inc.,  Cold-  Coldwater,  Mich _  2/26/80 

water  Products  Div.. 

Tirestone  Tire  A  Rubber  Co.  (URW) _  Pottstown,  Pa _ _ _ _  2/19/80 

EasOarxl  Woolen  Mill,  Inc.  (workers) _  Corinna,  Maine _  2/14/80 

kvama-Carmel  Originals,  Inc.  (workers) _  New  York,  N.Y . .  2/13/80 

Royal  Park,  inc.  (workers) .  Coleman,  Tex _ _ _ 2/18/80 

Pat  Barrie,  Ltd.  (ILGWU) . .  New  York,  N.Y _  2/1 8/80 

Northland  Chrysler  Plymouth  (workers) _ Oak  Park,  Mich _  3/4/80 

Ouestor  Corp..  (IBT) - Dayton,  N.J . 2/29/80 

Allegro  Shoe  Corporation  (Boot  A  Shoe  Little  Falls,  N.Y _ _ 2/15/80 

Workers  Independent  Union). 

U.S.  Steel  Corp.,  Steel  Supply  Div.  (Team-  Indianapolis,  Ind _  2/29/80 

sters). 

Capri  Coat  Corp.  (workers) . - . . .  New  York,  N.Y . 2/15/80 

Gateway  Industries,  Inc.  (Teamsters) . .  Michigan  City,  Ind .................  2/19/80 

Camel  Manufacturing  Ca,  Inc.  (United  Textile  Knoxville,  Tenn _  2/19/80 

Workers  of  America). 

U.S.  Pool  Car,  Inc.  (workers) - - -  Melvindale,  Mich _  2/21/80 

U  A  I,  Incorporated  (American  Federation  of  Garland,  Utah _ _  2/19/80 

Grain  Mill). 

Masontown  Manufacturing  Omipany  (tL(aWU)  Masontown,  Pa _ 2/19/80 

Brown  Shoe  Company  (ACTWU) _  Pocahontas,  Ark _ 2/19/80 

Bethlehem  Mines  C^.,  Cambria  Divisioa  EbensburgPa _  2/29/80 

Mine  No.  73  (UMWA). 


Oataof  PetitionNa  Arlicie*  produced 

petition 


2/20/80  TA-W-7.341  Ladws'  coats. 

2/25/80  TA-W-7.342  Metallurgical  coal. 

2/25/80  TA-W-7,343  Women's  cloth  coals  and  suits. 

2/13/80  TA-W-7,344  Ladies' cement  constructed  shoe. 

2/15/80  TA-W-7,345  Engineering  tape  measures. 

2/20/80  TA-W-7,346  Men's  rainwear. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,347  Cold  formed  U-bolt*  and  stnita. 

2/14/80  TA-W-7,348  Fasteners  (screws  and  bolts). 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,340  Air  conditioners. 

2/21/80  TA^W-7.350  Sterling  silver  flatwar*. 

2/25/80  TA-W-7.351  Uighte  lor  automobilee. 

2/25/80  TA-W-7,352  Metallurgical  coal. 

2/14/80  TA-W-7,353  Ladies'  handbag*. 

2/11/80  TA-W-7,354  Cutting  and  sewing  women's  fake  fur  fackels  and  aoala. 

2/25/80  TA-W-7,355  Metal  stamping  of  parts,  heavy  duty  trucks,  also  ahael 

metal  components  for  trucks  and  original  equipmanL 
2/1A/80  TA-W-7,356  Specialty  nuts. 

2/14/80  TA-W-7,357  Cold  drawn  and  speciaMy  drawn  steal  bars. 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,366  Fan  blades 

2/14/80  TA-W-7,3S9  Corsets  and  brassiere*. 

2/2t/80  TA-W-7,360  CyNndar  heada,  axhauet  manilold,  brake  drums— cast¬ 

ings  tor  automobile  producers. 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,361  Process— anodized  aluminum  1)rlght  decorative  fefm’* 

for  automobile  industry. 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,362  Sewing  machines,  kxluetrial  and  domestfc. 

2/15/80  TA-W-7,363  Men's  raincoats  and  topcoats. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,364  Patterns  and  models. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,365  Production  and  prototype  pattern  equipment  (wood  and 

metaO- 

2/18/80  TA-W-7.366  Pattern*  and  molds. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,367  Patterns  and  molds. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,368  Wood  and  metal  patterns  and  moldB. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,369  Patterns  (used  in  auto  industry). 

2/29/80  TA-W-7.370  Automotive  parts,  exports.  " 

2/21  /80  TA-W-7,371  Power  seat  mechanisms  for  Ford  Motor  cars. 

2/20/80  TA-W-7.372  Kraft  capacitor  tissues. 

2/21/80  TA-W-7,373  Automotive  wire  harnesses,  also  switches. 

2/13/80  TA-W-7,374  Passenger  car  tires,  some  truck  tires. 

2/11/60  TA-W-7.375  Bolted  woolen  goods. 

2/13/80  TA-W-7,376  Ladies'  better  coats  and  suits. 

2/9/80  TA-W-7,377  Ladies'  jackets  and  blouses. 

2/13/80  TA-W-7,378  Ladies'  coats. 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,379  Sale  and  servicing  of  (Srrysler  and  Plymouth  auto¬ 

mobiles. 

2/21/80  TA-W-7,380  Distribute  auto  exhaust  systems,  also  shocks  suspension 

parts,  etc. 

2/12/80  TA-W-7,381  Ladies'  cement  shoes  and  boots. 

2/22/80  TA-W-7,382  Distributes  steel  products  produced  by  company’s  Steel 

mills. 

3/13/80  TA-W-7,383  Raincoats,  carcoats,  etc. 

2/14/80  TA-W-7.384  Seat  belts. 

2/4/80  TA-W-7.385  Tents. 

2/18/80  TA-W-7,386  Supply  Ford  Motor  auto  parts  (toad  and  unload  raAoad 

cars). 

2/14/80  TA-W-7,387  Processed  sugar  beets. 

2/8/80  TA-W-7,388  Contractor  of  ladies'  blouses. 

2/12/80  TA-W-7,389  Ladies’  dress  shoes. 

2/19/80  TA-W-7,390  Metallurgical  coals. 
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Appendix— Continued 


Petitioner  Union/workers  or 
former  iworkers  of— 

Location 

Date 

received 

Date  Of 
petition 

Petition  No. 

Articles  produced 

Bethlehem  Mines  Corp.,  Cambria  Division, 

!  Mine  No.  77  (UMWA). 

Ebensburg,  Pa . . - _ _ 

2/29/80 

2/19/80 

TA-W-7.391 

Metallurgical  coal. 

1  Meadowdale  C^  Crop.,  Meadow  Strip  Mine 

I  (UMWA). 

(areenbrier  County,  W.  Va..~.. 

2/20/80 

2/26/80 

TA-W-7.392 

Metallurgical  coal. 

i  United  Auto  Workers  Local  110  (workers) ...... 

Fenton,  Mo . . . . . 

3/6/80 

3/3/80 

TA-W-7.393 

Secretarial  service. 

United  Auto  Workers  Local  136  (workers) _ 

Ferrton,  Mo. _  _ _ 

3/6/80 

3/3/80 

TA-W-7,394 

Secretarial  service. 

Eden  National  Steel  Corp.  (IBEW) _ 

Oakland,  CaW _ 

2/19/80 

2/13/80 

TA-W-7,395 

Slit  and  level  steel. 

Imperial  Cartage  Company  (workers) . . 

SL  Louis,  Mo . . . . . 

2/1/80 

1/29/80 

TA-W-7,396 

Transport  trailers  irrto  and  away  from  the  Chrysler  as¬ 
sembly  plant  docks. 

Armstrong  The  4  Rubber  Company,  Jackson 

1  Distribution  Center  (workers). 

Jackson,  Miss  . . 

2/26/80 

2/12/80 

TA-W-7.397 

Distributing  tires. 

Marc  Slade  Chrysler  Plymouth  (workers) ......... 

Sanford,  Fla . 

3/10/80 

3/4/80 

TA-W-7,398 

Sales  and  servica  of  Chrysler  and  Plymouth  auto¬ 
mobiles. 

(FR  Ooc.  80-6744  Filed  8-20-80;  ft4S  am] 
BtUJNO  COOe  4S10-28-M 


Affirmative  Determinations  Regarding 
Eligibiiity  To  Apply  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  certiflcations  of  eligibility 
to  apply  for  worker  adjustment 
assistance  issued  during  the  period 
March  10-14, 1980. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

In  the  following  cases  it  has  been 
concluded  that  all  of  the  criteria  have 
been  met. 

TA-W-6742  Aretta  Hall  Manufacturing 
Co..  New  York,  N.Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
january  10, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Aretta  Hall 
Manufacturing  Company,  Incorporated. 
New  York,  New  York.  TTie  workers 
produce  men’s  tailored  coats. 

U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys 
tailored  dress  coats  and  sportcoats 
increased  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  1978  compared 
to  1977.  U.S.  imports  of  men’s  and  boys 
tailored  suits  are  estimated  to  have 
increased  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that 
some  manufacturers  decreased 
purchases  of  men’s  tailored  coats  fi'om 
Aretta  Hall  and  increased  their  reliance 
on  imported  men’s  tailored  coats  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  "All  workers 
of  Aretta  Hall  Manufacturing  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated 


from  employment  on  or  after  December 
11, 1978  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

TA-W-6767;  Bennett  Importing, 
Rumford,  Maine;  TA-W-6767A; 
Livermore  Shoe  Co.,  Livermore  Falls, 
Maine 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Rumford.  Maine  facility 
of  Bennett  Importing  (TA-W-6767).  The 
investigation  was  expanded  to  include 
Livermore  Shoe  Company  (TA-W- 
6767  A).  The  workers  produce  women’s 
boots  and  shoes. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s  nonrubber 
footwear,  except  athletic  increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  from  1977  to  1978,  and  in  the 
first  nine  months  of  1979  compared  to 
the  same  period  in  1978. 

Company  imports  by  Bennett 
Importing  of  women’s  boots  and  sandals 
increased  from  1977  to  1978.  Import 
purchases  in  1979  were  a  significant 
proportion  of  the  total  company  sales. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that 
surveyed  customers  increased 
purchases  of  imported  women’s  boots 
and  shoes,  while  decreasing  purchases 
from  Bennett  Importing  from  1978  to 
1979. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  at  Bennett  Importing, 

Rumford,  Maine  and  Livermore  Shoe 
Company,  Livermore  Falls,  Maine  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  horn 
employment  on  or  after  December  27. 1978 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974.” 

TA-W-6226:  Brown  Shoe  Co., 

Leachville,  Aric. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
October  18, 1979  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the  Shoe 


Division  of  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Textile  Workers  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Leachville,  Arkansas  plant  of  Brown 
Shoe  Company.  The  workers  primarily 
produce  children’s  shoes. 

U.S.  imports  of  children’s  nonrubber 
footwear,  except  athletic,  increased  in 
quantity  both  absolutely  and  relative  to 
domestic  production  in  january- 
September  1979  compared  to  January- 
September  1978. 

The  Leachville,  Arkansas  plant  of 
Brown  Shoe  Company  increased  its 
purchases  of  imported  children’s  shoes 
in  1978  from  1977  and  in  1979  from  1978, 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  the  Leachville,  Arkansas 
plant  of  Brown  Shoe  Company  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  March  1, 1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

TA-W-6855;  CAR-FI  International,  Inc., 
Burbank,  Calif. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  28, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
Car-Fi  International,  Incorporated, 
Burbank,  California.  The  workers 
produce  amplifiers,  preamplifiers, 
graphic  equalizers  and  miscellaneous 
accessories  for  car  stereo  systems. 

Total  U.S.  imports  of  auto  tape 
players,  AM  radios,  AM/FM  radios  and 
tape  player-radio  combinations  like  or 
directly  competive  with  products 
manufactured  by  Car-Fi  International, 
Incorporated  increased  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  from 
1977  to  1978.  U.S.  imports  of  these 
products  remained  stable  in  the  first 
three  quarters  of  1979  compared  to  the 
same  period  of  1978. 

In  a  survey  conducted  by  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  customers 
accounting  for  a  significant  proportion 
of  Car-Fi  International’s  sales  declines 
indicated  that  they  had  decreased 
purchases  from  Car-Fi  International 
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while  increasing  purchases  of  like  or 
directly  competitive  car  stereo  products 
from  foreign  sources.  The  Department  of 
Commerce  on  December  28, 1979 
certified  Car-Fi  International, 
Incorporated  as  eligible  to  apply  for  Hrm 
adjustment  assistance. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

“All  workers  of  Car-Fi  International 
Incorporated,  Burbank,  California  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  July  2&  1979  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

TA-W-6850;  Ford  Motor  Co.,  Pico 
Rivera,  Calif. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  25, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  United  Auto 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Pico  Rivera,  California 
plant  of  Ford  Motor  Company.  The 
workers  produced  Ford  LTD’s  and 
Thunderbirds. 

The  Ford  LTD  was  classified  as  a 
standard  automobile  in  model  year  (MY) 
1978,  MY  1979,  and  MY  1980.  The 
Thunderbird  was  classified  as  an 
intermediate  in  MY  1978  and  a  standard 
in  MY  1979.  Because  traditional 
distinctions  between  standard  and 
intermediate  automobiles  were  blurred 
by  changes  in  the  design  of  both  classes 
in  MY  1979,  and  because  the  effect  of 
the  changes  was  not  reflected  in  the 
market  until  early  1979,  imports  of  both 
standards  and  intermediates  can  be 
considered  competitive  with 
Thunderbirds  during  the  entire  1979 
model  year. 

U.S.  imports  of  standard  automobiles 
increased  both  absolutely  and  relative 
to  domestic  production  in  MY  1979, 
compared  to  MY  1978,  and  increased 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  the 
first  two  months  of  1980,  compared 
with  the  first  two  months  of  MY  1979. 
U.S.  imports  of  intermediate 
automobiles  increased  absolutely  from 
MY  1978  to  MY  1979.  Imports  of 
intermediates  increased  both  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
the  last  quarter  of  MY  1979,  compared 
with  the  last  quarter  of  MY  1978. 

Company  imports  of  Ford  LTD 
automobiles  increased  as  a  percentage 
of  total  company  sales  of  Ford  LTD’s  in 
the  frrst  three  months  of  MY  1980, 
compared  with  the  Brst  three  months  of 
MY  1979, 

In  this  case,  therefore  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  woikers  at  the  Pico  Rivera,  California 
plant  of  Ford  Motor  Company,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  January  11, 1979  are 


eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

TA-W-6836;  Morris  Levitz  and  Sons; 
New  York.  N.Y. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  22, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  International 
Ladies’  Garment  Workers  Uniop  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  Morris  Levitz  and 
Sons,  New  York,  New  York.  The 
workers  produce  ladies’  raincoats. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  girls’,  and 
infants’  raincoats  increased  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
each  year  1975  through  1978  compared 
to  the  preceding  year. 

The  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance  conducted  a  survey  of  retail 
customers  of  Morris  Levitz  and  Sons. 

The  survey  revealed  that  customers, 
representing  a  significant  portion  of 
Morris  Levitz  and  Sons’  sales,  decreased 
purchases  of  ladies’  raincoats  fi'om 
Morris  Levitz  and  Sons  in  1979 
compared  to  1978.  These  customers 
increased  purchases  of  imported  ladies’ 
raincoats  during  the  same  time  period. 

In  this  case,  werefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  of  Morris  Levitz  and  Sons. 
New  York,  New  York  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  January  14, 1979  and  before  February  29, 
1980  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974.” 

TA-W-7102;  T  &  )  Cedar,  Inc., 

Raymond,  Wash. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  12, 1980  in  response  to  a 
worker  petition  which  was  filed  on 
hehalf  of  workers  and  former  workers  at 
T  &  J  Cedar,  Incorporated,  Raymond, 
Washington.  The  workers  produce  red 
cedar  shakes  and  shingles. 

U.S.  imports  of  red  cedar  shingles  and 
shakes  increased  both  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  production  in  1978 
compared  to  1977  and  increased 
absolutely  in  the  first  nine  months  of 
1979  compared  to  the  first  nine  months 
of  1978. 

A  survey  of  customers  who  decreased 
purchases  of  cedar  shingles  and  shakes 
from  T  &  J  Cedar,  Incorporated  in  1979 
compared  to  1978  indicated  that  several 
large  customers  increased  purchases  of 
imported  cedar  shakes  and  shingles  over 
the  same  period.  The  survey  further 
revealed  that  customers  intend  to 
increase  their  reliance  on  imported 
shakes  and  shinglek  in  1980  due  to  price 
considerations. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that: 

"All  workers  of  T  ft  J  Cedar.  Incorporated. 
Raymond,  Washington  who  became  totaUy  or 


partially  separated  from  employment  on  of 
after  January  22. 1979  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974.” 

I  hereby  certify  that  determinations 
were  issued  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
aforementioned  cases  during  the  week 
of  March  10-14, 1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  80-6625  Filed  S-20-80;  6:45  mb] 

WLUNO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-7237] 

Allied  Products  Corp.,  South  Bend 
Stamping  Division,  South  Bend,  Ind.; 
Termination  of  Investigation 

Pursuant  to  Section  221  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974,  an  investigation  was 
initated  on  March  3. 1980  in  response  to 
a  worker  petition  received  on  February 
12, 1980  which  was  filed  by  the 
International  Union,  United  Automobile, 
Aerospace  and  Agricultural  Workers  of 
America  (U.A.W.)  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing 
automobile  stampings  at  Allied  Products 
Corporation.  South  Bend  Stamping 
Division,  South  Bend,  Indiana. 

On  January  28. 1980,  a  petition  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  the  same  group  of 
workers  (TA-W-6911). 

Since  the  identical  group  of  workers  is 
the  subject  of  the  ongoing  investigation 
TA-W-6911,  a  new  investigation  would 
serve  no  purpose.  Consequently,  the 
investigation  has  been  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th  day 
of  March  1980. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 

Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.  80-8627  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  em] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4510-2S-M 


[TA-W-4184] 

Avtex  Fibers,  Inc.,  Front  Royal,  Va.; 
Amended  Certification  of  Eligibility  To 
Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  Department  of 
Labor  issued  a  Certification  of  Eligibility 
to  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance  on  January  12, 1979, 
applicable  to  all  workers  at  the  Front 
Royal,  Virginia,  plant  of  Avtex  Fibers. 
Inc.  The  Notice  of  Certifications  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19. 1979,  (44  FR  4036). 

On  the  basis  of  additional 
information,  the  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  on  its  own 
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motion,  reviewed  the  certification. 
Following  this  review,  the  Department 
removed  the  Research  and  Development 
and  Technical  Service  personnel  from 
the  certification  on  the  imderstanding 
they  would  be  covered  by  an  earlier 
certification,  TA-W-2645.  The  Notice  of 
Amended  Certihcation  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  7, 1980, 
(45  FR 14965). 

It  has  now  come  to  the  Department’s 
attention  that  these  workers  were 
already  receiving  trade  adjustment 
assistance  benefits  under  TA-W-4184. 
Under  the  circumstances  and  to  avoid 
duplicate  certification  coverage  of  the 
Research  and  Development  and 
Technical  Service  workers,  certification 
TA-W-4184  is  amended  further  to 
restore  coverage  to  those  workers. 
Consequently,  Research  and 
Development  and  Technical  Service 
workers  are  only  covered  by  TA-W- 
4184.  They  are  not  covered  by  TA-W- 
2645. 

The  certification  applicable  to  TA-W- 
4184  as  further  amended  is  hereby 
issued  as  follows: 

“All  workers  at  the  Front  Royal.  Virginia, 
plant  of  Avtex  Fibers,  Inc.,  who  became 
totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  March  5, 1978,  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974." 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  12th  day 
of  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management, 
Administratian  and  Planning. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8628  Filed  3-2O-B0;  8:45  «in| 

WLUNQ  CODE  4610-2S-M 


Negative  Determinations  Regarding 
Eiigibiiity  To  Appiy  for  Worker 
Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents 
summaries  of  negative  determinations 
regarding  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  issued  during  the 
period  March  10-14, 1980. 

In  order  for  an  affirmative 
determination  to  be  made  and  a 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
ajustment  assistance  to  be  issued,  each 
of  the  group  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  must  be  met. 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  proportion 
of  workers  in  the  worker’s  firm,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof,  have  become 
totally  or  partially  separated,  or  are 
threatened  to  become  totally  or  partially 
separated. 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  the 
firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely. 


(3)  That  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  articles  produced 
by  the  firm  or  appropriate  subdivision  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separations,  or 
threat  thereof,  and  to  the  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production. 

In  each  of  the  following  cases  it  has 
been  concluded  that  at  least  one  of  the 
above  criteria  has  not  been  met. 

TA-W-6769;  Eaton  Corp.,  Climate 
Control  Division,  Harrodsburg,  Ky. 

The  investigatioin  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Climate  Control  Division  of  Eaton 
Corporation.  Harrodsburg.  Kentucky,  the 
workers  produce  vehicle  air 
conditioning  systems  and  electric  shift 
mechanisms  for  two-speed  axles. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  mobile  vehicle  air 
conditioning  systems  are  negligible. 

Air  conditioning  systems  for  cars, 
trucks  and  off-hi^way  vehicles  account 
for  the  largest  percentage  of  sales  for  the 
Climate  Control  Division,  and  for  the 
total  sales  decline  in  1979  compared 
with  1978. 

Petitioners  allege  that  increased 
imports  of  automobiles  and  trucks  have 
caused  decreases  in  production  and 
employment  at  the  Climate  Control 
Division  of  Eaton  Corporation.  Although 
imported  automobiles  and  trucks  may 
incorporate  air  conditioning  systems, 
imports  of  the  whole  product  are  not 
“like  or  directly  competitive”  with  their 
component  parts. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Climate  Control  Division  of  Eaton 
Corporation,  Harrodsburg,  Kentucky  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-6616;  Inmont  Corp.,  St  Louis, 

Mo. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  13, 1979  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the 
Teamsters  on  behalf  of  workers  at  the 
St.  Louis.  Missouri  plant  of  the  Inmont 
Corporation.  Workers  produce 
automotive  and  industrial  sponge  rubber 
and  sealant  products. 

the  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met 

The  St.  Louis  plant  primarily  produces 
automotive  sealant  products  and 
industrial  sponge  rubber  and  sealant 
products. 

A  Department  survey  of  the  industnal 
customers  of  Inmont  Corporation 
revealed  that  customers  surveyed  did 
not  purchase  imported  industrial  sponge 


rubber  and  sealant  products  in  1978  and 
1979. 

Industry  sources  indicate  that  U.S. 
imports  of  automotive  seals  were 
negligible  in  1978  and  in  January- 
September  1979. 

Peititoners  allege  that  increased 
imports  of  automobiles  have  caused 
decreases  in  production  and 
employment  at  Inmont  Corporation. 
Although  imported  automobiles 
incorporate  automotive  seals,  imports  of 
the  whole  product  are  not  “like  or 
directly  competitive”  with  their 
component  parts.  Imports  of  automotive 
seals  must  be  considered  in  determining 
import  injury  to  workers  producing 
automotive  seals  at  the  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  Plant. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  St.  Louis,  Missouri  plant  of  the 
Inmont  Corporation  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-6770;  James  R.  Jarret,  Inc., 
Kokomo,  Ind. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  14, 1980,  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  James  R.  Jarrett,  Inc., 
Kokomo,  Indiana.  The  workers  at  James 
R.  Jarrett,  Inc.  are  engaged  in  providing 
the  service  of  transportation  by  truck. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
workers  of  James  R.  Jarrett,  Inc.,  do  not 
produce  an  article  within  the  me€ining  of 
Section  222(3)  of  the  Act.  Therefore,  they 
may  be  certified  only  if  their  separation 
was  caused  importantly  by  a  reduced 
demand  for  their  services  firom  a  parent 
firm,  a  firm  otherwise  related  to  James 
R.  Jarrett,  Inc.  by  ownership,  or  a  firm 
related  by  control.  In  any  case,  the 
reduction  in  demand  for  services  must 
originate  at  a  production  facility  whose 
workers  independently  meet  the 
statutory  criteria  for  certification  and 
that  reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports. 

James  R.  Jarrett,  bic.  and  its  customers 
have  no  controlling  interest  in  one 
another.  The  subject  firm  is  not 
corporately  affiliated  with  any  other 
company. 

All  workers  engaged  in  providing 
transportation  services  at  James  R. 
Jarrett,  Inc.  are  employed  by  that  firm. 
All  personnel  actions  and  payroll 
transactions  are  controlled  by  James  R. 
Jarrett,  Inc.  All  employee  benefits  are 
provided  and  maintained  by  James  R. 
Jarrett,  Inc.  Workers  are  not,  at  any 
time,  under  employment  or  supervision 
by  customers  of  James  R.  Jarrett,  Inc. 
tIius.  James  R.  Jarrett,  Inc.,  and  not  any 
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of  its  customers,  must  be  considered  to 
be  the  "workers*  firm”. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  James  R.  Jarrett,  Inc.,  Kokomo, 

Indiana  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Section 
223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

(TA-W-6792)  J  &  R  Manufacturing  Co^ 
Inc.,  Newaric,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  16, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
J  and  R  Manufacturing  Company, 
Incorporated,  Newark,  New  Jersey.  The 
workers  at  J  and  R  Manufacturing 
Company,  Incorporated  produce 
women's  coats  and  raincoats. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s  and 
children's  coats  and  raincoats  decreased 
absolutely  in  1979  compared  to  1978. 

A  department  survey  of  the  subject 
firm's  customers  revealed  that  most 
customers  either  increased  purchases  or 
did  not  import. 

.  In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  J  and  R  Manufacturing  Company, 
Incorporated,  Newark,  New  Jersey  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-6903:  J.C.  Sportswear,  West  New 
York,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  1, 1980  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the 
International  Ladies'  Garment  Workers' 
Union  on  behalf  of  workers  at  J.C. 
Sportswear,  West  New  York,  New 
Jersey.  The  workers  produce  primarily 
ladies  dresses. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3J  has  not  been  met. 

A  Departmental  survey  was 
conducted  with  the  manufacturers  from 
whom  J.C.  Sportswear  received  contract 
work  for  ladies'  dresses  during  the  1977 
through  1979  period.  The  survey 
revealed  that  the  manufacturers  do  not 
import  ladies'  dresses  nor  do  they  use 
overseas  contractors.  A  survey  of  the 
major  customers  of  the  manufacturers 
revealed  that  imports  declined  as  a 
percentage  of  the  customers'  total 
purchases  of  dresses  from  1977  to  1978 
and  in  the  first  six  months  of  1979 
compared  to  the  same  period  of  1978. 

A  random  sample  of  the 
manufacturers'  customers  was  also 
conducted.  This  survey  revealed  that 
imported  dresses  represented  a  constant 
and  small  proportion  of  the  customers' 
total  dress  demand  during  the  first  eight 


months  of  1979  compared  to  the  same 
period  of  1978. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  J.C.  Sportswear,  West  New  York, 

New  Jersey  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7140, 7141, 7142,  and  7143; 
Kanawha  Coal  Co.,  Madison  Mine  No.  1, 
Ashford,  W.  Va.,  Madison  Mine  No.  lA, 
Ashford,  W.  Va.,  Madison  Mine  No.  2, 
Ashford,  W.  Va.,  Preparation  Plant, 
Ashford,  W.  Va. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  19, 1980  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  Kanawha  Coal  Company's 
Madison  Mine  #1  (TA-W-7140J, 
Madison  Mine  #1A  (TA-W-7141J, 
Madison  Mine  #2  (TA-W-7142J  and 
Preparation  Plant  (TA-W-7143),  All  four 
facilities  are  located  in  AshforcL  West 
Virginia.  The  workers  at  Madison  Mine 
#1,  #1A  and  #2  and  at  the  Preparation 
Plant  mine  and  clean  coal. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3J  has  not  been  met.  The 
Kanawha  Coal  Company  mines  its  coal 
solely  for  export. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Kanawha  Coal  Company's 
Madison  Mine  #1,  Madison  Mine  #1A, 
Madison  Mine  #2  and  Preparation  Plant, 
Ashford,  West  Virginia  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-6894;  P.D.A.  Coat  Corp.;  Jersey 
City,  N.J. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  30, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  by  the  Intematioanl 
Ladies'  Garment  Workers’  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  at  P.D.A.  Coat 
Corporation,  Jersey  City,  New  Jersey. 

The  workers  produce  ladies'  coats. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  women’s,  misses'  and 
children’s  coats  and  jackets  decreased 
on  an  absolute  basis  in  January  through 
September  1979  compared  to  the  same 
1978  period. 

A  Departmental  survey  of  the  coat 
manufacturers  from  whom  P.D.A.  Coat 
Corporation  received  contract  work  in 
1978  and  1979  revealed  that  the 
manufacturers  decreased  their 
utilization  of  foreign  sources  in  1979 
compared  to  1978.  During  the  same 
period,  work  with  other  domestic 
sources  increased,  as  did  the 
manufacturers'  sales. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 


of  P.D.A.  Coat  Corporation,  Jersey  City, 
New  Jersey  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

(TA-W-6797)  R.J.F.  Coal  Co.,  Inc., 
GUbert,W.Va. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  16, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers 
producing  metallurgical  coal  at  R.J.F. 
Coal  Company,  Incorporated,  Gilbert 
West  Virginia.  R.J.F.  Coal  Company 
mined  primarily  metallurgical  coal  and  a 
small  quantity  of  steam  coal. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met 
The  petition  was  filed  on  behalf  of 
workers  mining  metallurgical-grade 
coal.  In  accordance  with  Section  222  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  and  29  CFR  90.2  a 
domestic  article  may  be  "directly 
competitive”  with  an  imported  article  at 
a  later  stage  of  processing.  Coke  is 
metallurgical  coal  at  a  later  stage  of 
processing.  Imports  of  both  coke  and 
imports  of  metallurgical  coal  should  be 
considered  in  the  determination  of 
import  injury  to  workers  mining 
metallurgical  coal. 

U.S.  imports  of  steam  and 
metallurgical  coal  are  negligible.  U.S. 
imports  of  coke  decreased  absolutely 
and  relative  to  domestic  production  in 
the  first  nine  months  of  1979  compared 
to  the  same  period  of  1978. 

R.J.F.  Coal  Company,  Incorporated 
mined  steam  and  metallurgical  coal  on  a 
contract  basis  at  mines  of  two  firms 
during  1978  and  1979.  A  survey  of  these 
firms  revealed  that  one  firm  took  over 
the  operations  of  its  mines  from  R.J.F. 
Coal  Company  in  August  1979  and  the 
sales  and  production  of  metallurgical 
coal  at  these  mines  increased  after  the 
takeover.  The  firm  does  not  purchase 
imports  of  metallurgical  coal  or  coke. 

The  second  firm  discontinued  the 
contract  mining  of  R.J.F.  Coal  Company 
in  December  1978  due  to  the  condition  of 
the  mine  and  the  quality  of  coal.  Coal 
fi*om  this  mine,  both  steam  and 
metallurgical  grades,  was  sold  to  a 
power  company  to  fire  generators.  The 
power  company  does  not  purchase 
imported  coal. 

this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  R.J.F.  Coal  Company,  Incorporated, 
Gilbert,  West  Virginia  are  denied 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

(TA-W-6881)  Specialty  Cartage,  Inc., 
Detroit,  Mich. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  30, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  which  was  filed  on  behalf  of 


Federal  Register  7  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices 


18519 


workers  of  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated,  Detroit,  Michigan.  The 
workers  at  Specialty  Cartage. 
Incorporated  are  engaged  in  providing 
the  service  of  transporting  automotive 
parts. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
workers  of  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated  do  not  produce  an  article 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  Therefore,  they  may  be  certified 
only  if  their  separation  was  caused 
importantly  by  a  reduced  demand  for 
their  services  from  a  parent  firm,  a  firm 
otherwise  related  to  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated  by  ownership,  or  a  firm 
related  by  control.  In  any  case,  the 
reduction  in  demand  for  service  must 
originate  at  a  production  facility  whose 
workers  independently  meet  the 
statutory  criteria  for  certification  and 
that  reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports. 

Specialty  Cartage,  Incorporated  and 
its  customers  have  no  conteolling 
interest  in  one  another.  The  subject  firm 
is  not  corporately  affiliated  with  any 
other  company. 

All  workers  of  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated  are  employed  by  that  firm. 
All  personnel  actions  and  payroll 
transactions  are  controlled  by  Specialty 
Cartage,  Incorporated.  All  employee 
benefits  are  provided  and  maintained  by 
Specialty  Cartage,  Incorporated. 

Workers  are  not,  at  any  time,  under 
employment  or  supervision  by 
customers  of  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated.  Thus,  Specialty  Cartage, 
Incorporated  and  not  any  of  its 
customers,  must  be  considered  to  be  the 
“workers’  firm”. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Specialty  Cartage,  Incorprated 
Detroit  Michigan  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-6827:  The  Standard  Products  Co., 
Inc.,  Lexington,  Ky. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  21, 1980  in  response  to  a  petition 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
the  Lexington,  Kentucky  facility  of  The 
Standard  Products  Company, 
Incorporated.  Workers  at  the  Lexington 
facility  produce  extruded  rubber 
weather  strip,  air  deflectors,  and  rubber 
parts  for  window  channels,  all  of  which 
are  rubber  automotive  products. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
criterion  (3)  has  not  been  met. 

Surveyed  major  customers  of  the 
Lexington,  Kentucky  facility  of  The 
Standard  Products  Company, 

Incorporated  indicated  that  they  did  not 
purchase  any  imported  rubber  weather 
stripping,  air  deflectors,  or  rubber  parts 


for  window  channels  during  the  period 
under  investigation. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Lexington,  Kentucky  facility  of 
The  Standard  Products  Company, 
Incorporated  are  denied  eligibility  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

TA-W-7164;  United  Trucking  Service, 
Inc.,  Kokomo,  Ind. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  19, 1980,  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the 
Teamsters  on  behalf  of  workers  at 
United  Trucking  Service,  Incorporated, 
Kokomo.  Indiana.  The  workers  at  United 
Trucking  Service,  Incorporated  are 
engaged  in  providing  the  service  of 
transporting  auto  parts  and  finished 
products. 

The  investigation  revealed  that 
workers  of  United  Trucking  Service, 
Incorporated  do  not  produce  an  article 
within  the  meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  Therefore,  they  may  be  certified 
only  if  their  separation  was  caused 
importantly  by  a  reduced  demand  for 
their  services  from  a  parent  firm,  a  firm 
otherwise  related  to  United  Trucking 
Service.  Incorporated  by  ownership,  or  a 
firm  related  by  control.  In  any  case,  the 
reduction  in  demand  for  services  must 
originate  at  a  production  facility  whose 
workers  independently  meet  the 
statutory  criteria  for  certification  and 
that  reduction  must  directly  relate  to  the 
product  impacted  by  imports. 

United  Trucking  Service,  Incorporated 
and  its  customers  have  no  controlling 
interest  in  one  another.  The  subject  firm 
is  not  corporately  affiliated  with  any 
other  company. 

All  workers  engaged  in  transporting 
auto  parts  and  finished  products  at 
United  Trucking  Service,  Incorporated 
are  employed  by  that  firm.  All  personnel 
actions  and  payroll  transactions  are 
controlled  by  United  Trucking  Service, 
Incorporated.  All  employee  benefits  are 
provided  and  maintained  by  United 
Trucking  Service,  Incorporated.  Workers 
are  not,  at  any  time,  under  employment 
or  supervision  by  customers  of  United 
Trucking  Service,  Incorporated.  Thus, 
United  Trucking  Service.  Incorporated, 
and  not  any  of  its  customers,  must  be 
considered  to  be  the  “workers’  firm”. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  United  Trucking  Service, 

Incorporated,  Kokomo,  Indiana  are 
denied  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 


TA-W-8603;  Youngstown  Sheet  &  Tube 
Co.,  Brier  Hffi  Works,  Youngstown,  Ohio 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
December  11, 1979  in  response  to  a 
petition  which  was  filed  by  the  United 
Steelworkers  of  America  on  behalf  of 
workers  at  the  Youngstown  Sheet  and 
Tube  Company,  Brier  Hill  Works, 
Youngstown,  Ohio.  Workers  at  the  Brier 
Hill  Works  produce  steel  rounds  and 
cold  finished  steel  bars. 

For  workers  producing  steel  rounds, 
the  investigation  revealed  that  criterion 
(3)  has  not  been  met. 

Production  of  tube  rounds  at  the  Brier 
Hill  Works  was  discontinued  in 
December  1979.  As  a  result  of  a  merger 
which  occurred  in  December  1978, 
Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Company 
began  operating  under  the  management 
of  the  Jones  and  Laughlin  Steel 
Corporation.  Production  of  tube  rounds 
previously  done  at  the  Brier  Hill  Works 
will  be  transferred  to  other  Jones  and 
Laughlin  steel  making  facilities  in  the 
United  States.  Operating  costs  are 
expected  to  be  lower  as  the  facilities  to 
which  production  is  being  transferred 
will  use  either  basic  oxygen  or  electric 
furnaces  for  raw  steel  production.  The 
Brier  Hill  Works  produces  raw  steel  by 
the  open  hearth  process,  which  is  the 
least  cost  efiective  method  of  making 
steel. 

All  tube  rounds  produced  at  the  Brier 
Hill  Works  were  used  in  the  production 
of  tubular  products  at  the  Campbell 
Works  of  the  Youngstown  Sheet  and 
Tube  Company.  Sales  and  production  of 
tubular  products  at  the  Campbell  Works 
increased  in  1979  compared  with  1978. 

Imports  of  seamless  steel  pipe  and 
tubing  declined  both  absolutely  and 
relative  to  domestic  shipments  in  1979 
compared  to  1978. 

For  workers  producing  cold  finished 
steel  bars,  the  investigation  revealed 
that  criterion  (2)  has  not  been  met. 

Sales  and  production  of  cold  finished 
steel  bars  at  the  Brier  Hill  Works  of  the 
Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube  Company 
increased  in  1979  compared  with  1978 
and  in  each  quarter  of  1979  compared 
with  the  same  quarter  of  1978.  Jones  and 
Laughlin  has  announced  that  it  does  not 
plan  to  close  the  cold  finishing 
department  at  the  Brier  Hill  Works  in 
the  foreseeable  future. 

In  this  case,  therefore,  the  certifying 
officer  has  determined  that  all  workers 
of  the  Youngstown  Sheet  and  Tube 
Company,  Brier  Hill  Works, 

Youngstown,  Ohio  are  denied  eligibility 
to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Section  223  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

I  hereby  certify  that  determinations 
were  issued  with  respect  to  all  of  the 
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aforementioned  cases  during  the  week 
of  March  10-14, 1980. 

Harold  A.  Bratt, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8624  Filed  3-20-80;  MS  am] 
eiLUNG  CODE  4510-28-M 


(TA-W-6720  and  TA-W-67301 

Success  Leather,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y4 
and  Shandora  Fashions,  New  York, 
N.Y.;  Certification  Regarding  Eiigibility 
To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (19  U.S.C.  2273)  the 
Department  of  Labor  herein  presents  the 
results  of  an  investigation  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
must  be  met 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
January  8, 1980  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  December  20, 1979 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  and  Textile  Workers  Union  on 
behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  women’s  leather  coats  at 
Success  Leather,  Incorporated,  New 
York,  New  York  (TA-W-6720).  Another 
investigation  was  initiated  on  January  8, 
1980  in  response  to  a  worker  petition 
received  on  December  27, 1979  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  women’s 
leather  coats  at  Shandora  Fashions, 

New  York,  New  York  (TA-W-6730). 
Sucess  Leather  and  Shandora  Fashions 
are  jointly  owned  and  operated.  It  is 
concluded  that  all  of  the  requirements 
have  been  met. 

U.S.  imports  of  leather  coats  and 
Jackets — men’s,  boys’,  women’s,  misses’, 
juniors’,  and  children's — increased 
absolutely  and  relative  to  domestic 
production  in  1978  compared  to  1977. 

A  Department  survey  revealed  that 
customers  decreased  purchases  from 
Shandora  Fashions  and  increased 
purchases  of  imported  women’s  leather 
coats  during  1979  compared  to  1978. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts 
obtained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  of  articles  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  women’s 
leather  coats  produced  at  Success 
Leather,  Incorporated,  New  York,  New 
York,  and  Shandora  Fashions,  New 
York,  New  York,  contributed 
importantly  to  the  decline  in  sales  or 


production  and  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  of  those  frrms.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  of  Success  Leather, 
Incorporated,  New  York,  New  York  (TA-W- 
6730)  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
December  11, 1978  and  all  workers  of 
Shandora  Fashions,  New  York,  New  York 
(TA-W-6730)  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
December  20, 1978  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  U,  Chapter 
2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  13th  day 
or  March  1980. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director,  Office  of  Management 
Administration  and  Planning. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8628  Filed  3-20-80;  845  an] 

Biamo  CODE  4S10-28-II 


Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs 
(Application  No.  D-1510] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  Certain 
Transactions  Involving  the  Security 
Nationai  Corp.  Retirement  Pian 
Located  in  Sioux  City,  Iowa 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a  • 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
certain  taxes  imposed  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the  Code).  The 
proposed  exemption  would  exempt  the 
cash  sale  of  the  Sioux  Car  Park  by  the 
Security  National  Corporation 
Retirement  Plan  (the  ^an)  to  the 
Security  National  Bank  of  Sioux  City, 
Iowa  (the  Employer),  a  party  in  interest. 
The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
would  affect  participants  and 
beneficiaries  of  the  Plan,  the  Employer 
and  other  persons  participating  in  the 
proposed  transaction. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  on  or  before 
April  30, 1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  If  the  proposed 
exemption  is  granted,  the  exemption  will 
be  effective  September  1, 1979. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 
copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  OfHce  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW..  Washington. 


D.C.  20216,  Attention;  Application  No. 
D-1510.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677, 200 
Constitution  Avenue  NW^  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Alan  H.  Levitas,  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  telephone  (202)  523-8884.  (This  is 
not  a  toll-free  number.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  is 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2) 
of  the  Act  and  from  the  taxes  imposed 
by  section  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code, 
by  reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A) 
through  (E)  of  the  Code.  The  proposed 
exemption  was  requested  in  an 
application  filed  by  the  Employer  in  its 
capacity  as  Plan  trustee,  pursuant  to 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  and  in 
accordance  with  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  76-1  (40  FR  18471, 
April  28, 1975). 

Effective  December  31, 1978,  section 
102  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978 
(43  FR  47713,  October  17, 1978) 
transferred  the  authority  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  issue 
exemptions  of  the  type  requested  to  the 
Secretary  of  Labor.  Therefore,  this 
notice  of  pendency  is  issued  solely  by 
the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant. 

1.  On  July  20, 1956,  the  Plan  purchased 
property  for  the  erection  of  a  parking 
facility,  located  at  619  Pierce  StreeL 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  for  $100,000. 
Improvements  were  made  by  the  Plan 
and  it  became  commonly  known  as  the 
Sioux  Car  Park  (the  Property),  a  four- 
story  reinforced  concrete  and  heavy 
steel  frame  ramp  parking  garage.  Until 
August  31. 1979,  the  Plan  leased  the 
Property  to  Ronald  W.  Smith,  an 
unrelated  party.  The  Plan  received  55% 
of  the  gross  receipts  derived  from 
monthly  storage  rentals  and  50%  of  all 
other  gross  receipts. 

2.  An  appraisal  by  an  independent 
appraiser,  dated  January  1, 1979,  valued 
the  Property  at  $430,000.  As  of 
December  31, 1978,  the  Property  had  a 
book  value  of  $235,408.02.  For  the  five 
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year  period  ending  December  31, 1978, 
the  Property  produced  net  income  of 
$112,565  for  the  Plan  and  an  average 
annual  return  on  market  value  of 
approximately  7.4% 

3.  In  the  spring  of  1979,  it  became 
apparent  that  a  large  area  on  several 
floors  of  the  Property  had  loose 
concrete.  These  spots  had  been  patched, 
as  they  occurred,  for  a  number  of  years. 
At  this  time,  the  deterioration  had  gone 
80  far  that  the  steel  reinforcement  rods 
were  exposed  and  rusting.  In  addition,  a 

,  concrete  slab  on  about  the  front  %  of 
the  Property  was  in  serious  need  of 
repair.  A  firm  of  architects  examined  the 
Property,  stated  that  it  was  imperative 
that  it  be  repaired  or  there  would  be 
serious  damage  to  the  building  and 
recommended  a  very  extensive  repair 
job. 

4.  An  independent  contractor 
prepared  a  maximum  cost  estimate, 
dated  August  10, 1979,  of  $143,000  for  the 
repairs  necessary  to  complete  the 
renovation  of  the  Property.  At  this  time, 
the  trust  policy  committee  (the 
committee)  for  the  Plan  considered  the 
long  term  potential  of  the  Property  as  a 
Plan  asset.  The  committee  questioned 
the  wisdom  of  frnancing  the  necessary 
repairs  through  the  Plan  because 
investment  considerations  might  dictate 
the  sale  of  the  Property  in  the  near 
future  and  the  cost  of  the  additional 
repairs  might  not  enhance  the  selling 
price.  A  letter  dated  August  16, 1979 
from  the  contractor  states  that  in  order 
to  guarantee  completion  of  the  required 
repairs  (due  to  weather),  work  on  the 
Property  must  begin  no  later  than 
September  15, 1979  and  it  is  extremely 
urgent  that  the  work  be  completed 
before  the  end  of  the  year. 

5.  The  Employer  represents  that  the 
competitive  position  of  the  Property  was 
eroding.  When  constructed,  the  Property 
was  the  only  parking  ramp  in  this 
section  of  Sioux  City.  Since  1970,  the 
City  of  Sioux  City  has  erected  three 
parking  ramps  with  a  total  capacity  of 
2,098  cars  within  a  flve  block  radius  of 
the  Property.  As  such,  protected  off- 
street  parking  has  become  a  price- 
sensitive  commodity,  lessening  the 
ability  of  the  Property  to  recoup 
increasing  expenses  through  rate 
increases. 

6.  On  August  16, 1979,  the  Employer 
offered  to  purchase  the  Property  from 
the  Plan  for  its  current  appraised  value 
of  $430,000.  The  committee  considered 
the  offer  and  the  possibility  of  selling 
the  property  to  an  unrelated  party; 
however,  due  to  the  time  constraints  for 
completing  the  repairs  on  the  Property 
and  the  nonexistent  market  for  such  a 
facility,  the  committee  accepted  the 
offer.  On  September  1, 1979,  the 


Employer  piirchased  the  Property  from 
the  Plan  for  $430,000  in  cash.  This 
transaction  date  was  set  in  order  to 
allow  the  Employer  adequate  time  to 
contract  and  coordinate  the  repair  work. 

7.  The  applicant  believes  that  the  sale 
of  the  Property  by  the  Plan  to  the 
Employer  was  beneHcial  because  it 
removed  the  bonus  to  the  Plan  of 
making  the  necessary  repairs.  The  cost 
of  the  repairs  exceeded  the  aggregate 
net  income  generated  by  the  Property 
over  the  last  five  years  and  since  the 
repairs  would  not  increase  the  storage 
capacity  of  the  Property,  it  could  not  be 
expected  that  the  expenditure  would 
have  had  a  positive  impact  on  either  the 
future  income  of  the  facility  or  its 
market  value. 

8.  As  of  January  1, 1979,  the  Plan  had 
230  participants  and  assets  valued  at 
$2,981,469.86  and  the  transaction 
represents  approximately  14.42%  of  the 
Plan’s  assets. 

9.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  sale  of  the  Property 
meets  the  statutory  criteria  for  an 
exemption  under  section  408(a)  of  the 
Act  because  (1)  it  is  a  one  time 
transaction  for  cash;  (2)  the  selling  price 
for  the  Property  was  determined  by  an 
independent  appraiser  and  will  allow 
the  Plan  to  receive  a  substantial  profit 
over  the  Property’s  present  book  value; 
(3)  the  necessity  of  having  to  make 
substantial  repairs  on  the  Property  will 
be  removed  from  the  Plan;  and  (4)  the 
trustee  has  determined  that  the 
transaction  was  appropriate  for  the  Plan 
and  was  in  the  best  interests  of  the 
Plan’s  participants  and  beneficiaries. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notice  of  this  request  for  an 
exemption  shall  be  hand  delivered  to  all 
interested  persons  at  their  place  of 
employment  within  ten  days  after  notice 
of  the  proposed  exemption  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Non-employed 
interested  persons  will  receive  notice  by 
first-class  mail  within  ten  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
notice  shall  contain  a  copy  of  the 
proposed  exemption  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  shall  inform  the 
interested  persons  of  their  right  to 
comment  and  request  a  hearing  within 
the  period  set  forth  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  exemption. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualified 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 


the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  ^e  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  purdent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries; 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  imder  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 
for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
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exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  and  406  (b)(1)  and  (b)(2) 
of  the  Act  and  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975(a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)(A)  throng 
(E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply  to  the 
cash  sale  by  the  Plan  of  the  Property  to 
the  Employer,  provided  that  the  price 
was  not  less  than  the  fair  market  value 
of  the  Property  on  the  date  of  sale.  The 
proposed  exemption,  if  granted,  will  be 
subject  to  the  express  conditions  that 
the  material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application 
accurately  describes  all  material  terms 
of  the  transaction  which  is  the  subject  of 
the  proposed  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th  day 
of  March,  1960. 

Ian  D.  Lano^, 

Administrator  for  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefit  Programs,  Labor-Management 
Services  Administration.  U.S.  Department 
Labor. 

IFR  Doc.  80-8734  Filed  V20-a0;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4510-2S-II 


(Application  No.  D-656] 

Proposed  Exemption  for  a  Certain 
Transaction  Involving  the  S  &  C  Profit* 
Sharing  Retirement  Plan  Located  in 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

agency:  Department  of  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed  Exemption. 

summary:  This  document  contains  a 
notice  of  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department) 
of  a  proposed  exemption  from  certain  of 
the  prohibited  transaction  restrictions  of 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  from 
certain  taxes  imposed  by  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the  Code).  The 
proposed  exemption  would  exempt  the 
leasing  of  real  property  by  the  S&C 
Profit-Sharing  Retirement  Plan  (the  Plan) 
to  S&C  Motors,  Inc.  (the  Employer).  The 
lease  was  entered  into  before  the 
effective  date  of  the  Act,  but  after  July  1, 
1974,  the  date  speciHed  in  the  transition 
rules  contained  in  sections  414  and  2003 
of  the  Act  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  would  affect  the  Employer  and 
participants  and  beneficiaries  of  Plan. 
DATES:  Written  comments  and  requests 
for  a  public  hearing  must  be  received  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  on  or  before 
May  2, 1980. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  If  the  proposed 
exemption  is  granted,  the  exemption  will 
be  effective  from  January  1, 1975  until 
January  25, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  All  written  comments  and 
requests  for  a  hearing  (at  least  three 


copies)  should  be  sent  to  the  Office  of 
Fiduciary  Standards,  Pension  and 
Welfare  Beneflt  Programs,  Room  C- 
4526,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-856.  The  application  for  exemption 
and  the  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Public  Documents  Room  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  BeneRt  Programs,  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor,  Room  N-4677, 200 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Gary  H.  Lefkowitz,  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  telephone  (202)  357-0040.  (This  is 
not  a  toll-free  nuinber.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Notice  iS 
hereby  given  of  the  pendency  before  the 
Department  of  an  application  for 
exemption  from  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a)  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  ^m  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975(a)  and  (b)  of  the  code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975i(c)(l)(A)  through 
(E)  of  the  Code.  The  proposed 
exemption  was  requested  in  cui 
application  fried  by  the  trustee  for  the 
Plan,  pursuant  to  section  40e(a)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code, 
and  in  accordance  with  procedures  set 
forth  in  ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR 
18471,  April  28, 1975).  The  application 
was  fried  with  both  the  Department  and 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service.  However, 
effective  December  31, 1978,  section  102 
of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  4  of  1978  (43 
FR  47713,  October  17, 1978)  transferred 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  exemptions  of  the  type 
requested  to  the  Secretary  of  Labor. 
Therefore,  this  notice  of  pendency  is 
issued  solely  by  the  Department. 

Summary  of  Facts  and  Representations 

The  application  contains 
representations  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  exemption  which  are 
summarized  below.  Interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Department  for  the  complete 
representations  of  the  applicant 

1.  The  Employer  is  an  automobile 
dealership  maintaining  extensive  sales 
and  repair  facilities  in  San  Francisco. 
The  subject  parcel  of  real  property  (the 
Property)  is  unimproved  real  property 
located  at  156-162  Guerrero  Street  in 
San  Francisco. 

2.  The  Property  was  originally 
purchased  by  a  third  party,  Mary's  Help 
Hospital  (the  Hospital),  for  use  as  a 
parking  lot  In  1968,  the  Employer  began 
leasing  the  Property  from  the  Hospital 
for  the  storage  of  cars  left  with  the 
Employer’s  service  department  for 


repairs.  On  July  24, 1974,  the  Hospital 
sold  the  Property  to  the  Plan  for  $90,000. 

3.  On  July  22, 1974,  the  Employer  and 
the  Plan  entered  into  a  fr  ve-year  lease  of 
the  Property  beginning  August  1, 1974, 
and  en^ng  July  31, 1979.  llie  rent  for  the 
Property  was  $900  per  month,  payable  in 
advance.  The  lease  was  a  triple  net 
lease,  calling  for  all  expenses,  including 
annual  property  taxes,  to  be  paid  by  the 
Employer. 

4.  The  rental  rate  specified  in  tihe 
lease  was  designed  to  produce  an 
annual  return  to  the  Plan  equal  to  12 
percent  of  its  cost  for  the  Property.  This 
twelve  percent  frgure  proved  to  be  the 
highest  return  on  any  of  the  Plan’s 
assets  for  the  frrst  three  years  of  the 
lease.  An  independent  appraisal 
prepared  in  1978  by  Gimmy  and 
Hamilton,  Associates,  concluded  that  an 
11  percent  return  on  the  current  fair 
market  value  would  be  a  fair  rental 
value  for  the  Property. 

5.  The  original  lease  expired  on  July 
31, 1979,  and  it  was  extended  on  a 
month-to-month  basis  at  the  same  rental 
rate  while  the  Plan  attempted  to  find  a 
third  party  purchaser  for  the  Property. 
The  Ifroperty  was  sold  in  a  cash  sale  to 
a  third  party  purchaser  on  January  25, 
1980,  and  the  lease  between  the  Plan 
and  the  Employer  terminated  on  that 
date.  All  lease  payments  were  made  in  a 
timely  maimer. 

6.  In  summary,  the  applicant 
represents  that  the  statutory  criteria 
contained  in  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
have  been  satisfred  as  follows:  (1)  the 
lease  provided  the  Plan  with  a  better 
rate  of  retium  than  an  independent 
appraiser  would  have  establised  for  the 
Property  (2)  all  payments  were  made  in 
full  and  on  schedule  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  lease:  and  (3)  the  lease 
was  terminated  on  January  25, 1980. 

Finally,  the  applicant  represents  that 
the  lease  was  entered  into  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  Act  without 
knowledge  that  the  transaction  would 
become  prohibited  on  January  1, 1975. 

As  soon  as  the  applicant  realized  that 
the  lease  had  become  a  prohibited 
transaction,  the  applicant  submitted  a 
good  faith  request  for  an  exemption 
instead  of  terminating  the  lease 
transaction. 

Notice  to  Interested  Persons 

Notifrcation  of  all  interested  persons 
shall  be  made  on  or  before  March  31, 
1980,  and  shall  include  a  copy  of  this 
proposed  exemption.  All  interested 
persons  will  also  be  notifred  of  their 
right  to  comment  and  request  a  hearing. 
The  notifrcation  will  be  posted  at  the 
Employer's  office,  and  any  interested 
persons  who  are  no  longer  employed  by 
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the  Employer  will  be  notiHed  by  first 
class  mail. 

General  Information 

The  attention  of  interested  persons  is 
directed  to  the  following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  under  section 
408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  does  not  relieve  a  fiduciary 
or  other  party  in  interest  or  disqualifed 
person  from  certain  other  provisions  of 
the  Act  and  the  Code,  including  any 
prohibited  transaction  provisions  to 
which  the  exemption  does  not  apply  and 
the  general  fiduciary  responsibility 
provisions  of  section  404  of  the  Act, 
which  among  other  things  require  a 
fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties 
respecting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest 
of  the  participants  and  beneficiaries  of 
the  plan  and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in 
accordance  with  section  404(a)(1)(B)  of 
the  Act;  nor  does  it  affect  the 
requirement  of  section  401(a)  of  the 
Code  that  the  plan  must  operate  for  the 
exclusive  benefit  of  the  employees  of  the 
employer  maintaining  the  plan  and  their 
beneficiaries: 

(2)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  not  extend  to  transactions 
prohibited  under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the 
Act  and  section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the 
Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be 
granted  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  must  find  that  the 
exemption  is  administratively  feasible, 
in  the  interests  of  the  plan  and  of  its 
participants  and  beneficiaries  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  plan;  and 

(4)  The  proposed  exemption,  if 
granted,  will  be  supplemental  to,  and 
not  in  derogation  of,  any  other 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  the  Code, 
including  statutory  or  administrative 
exemptions  and  transitional  rules. 
Furthermore,  the  fact  that  a  transaction 
is  subject  to  an  administrative  or 
statutory  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of 
whether  the  transaction  is  in  fact  a 
prohibited  transaction. 

Written  Comments  and  Hearing 
Requests 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  or  requests  for 
a  hearing  on  the  pending  exemption  to 
the  address  above,  within  the  time 
period  set  forth  above.  All  comments 
will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record. 
Comments  and  requests  for  a  hearing 
should  state  the  reasons  for  the  writer’s 
interest  in  the  pending  exemption. 
Comments  received  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  with  the  application 


for  exemption  at  the  address  set  forth 
above. 

Proposed  Exemption 

Based  on  the  facts  and 
representations  set  forth  in  the 
application,  the  Department  is 
considering  granting  the  requested 
exemption  under  the  authority  of  section 
408(a]  of  the  Act  and  section  4975(c)(2) 
of  the  Code  and  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  ERISA  Procedure 
75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 1975).  If  the 
exemption  is  granted,  the  restrictions  of 
section  406(a),  406(b)(1)  and  406(b)(2)  of 
the  Act  and  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of  the  Code,  by 
reason  of  section  4975(c)(1)  (A)  through 
(E)  of  the  Code  shall  not  apply  to  the 
leasing  of  the  Property  from  the  Plan  to 
the  Employer  for  the  rental  amount 
stated  in  the  lease,  for  the  period  from 
January  1, 1975,  until  January  25, 1980. 

The  proposed  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  be  subject  to  the  express  conditions 
that  the  material  facts  and 
representations  contained  in  the 
application  are  true  and  complete,  and 
that  the  application  accurately  describes 
all  material  terms  of  the  transaction 
which  is  the  subject  of  this  proposed 
exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  14th  day 
of  March,  1980. 

Ian  D.  Lanoff, 

Administrator,  Pension  and  Welfare  Benefit 
Programs,  Labor-Management  Services 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

(FR  Doc  80-8733  FiM  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  COOe  4510-29-M 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  (80-19)1 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement; 
Public  Notice  of  Availability 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  public 
availability  of  the  final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
(NASA)  Kennedy  Space  Center.  This 
document  supersedes  two  previous  final 
statements  on  the  Kennedy  Space 
Center  published  in  1971  and  1973. 

Comments  on  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  were  previously 
solicited  from  Federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  and  members  of  the  public 
through  distribution  of  the  draft  and  a 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  of  April 
18, 1979. 

Copies  of  this  final  statement  have 
been  furnished  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency;  the  Departments  of 
Agriculture,  Air  Force,  Army, 

Commerce,  Defense,  Energy,  Health, 


Education,  and  Welfare,  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Interior,  Navy, 
State,  Transportation,  and  Treasury:  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic 
Preservation;  the  Advisory  Council  on 
Intergovernmental  Relations:  Agency  for 
International  Development;  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration;  Federal 
Communications  Commission;  Federal 
Maritime  Commission;  Federal  Power 
Commission;  General  Services 
Administration;  National  Academy  of 
Sciences;  National  Science  Foundation; 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget; 
Smithsonian  Institution;  to  appropriate 
state  and  local  agencies;  and  to 
numerous  private  organizations. 

Copies  of  the  final  statement  may  be 
obtained  or  examined  at  any  of  the 
following  locations: 

(a)  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration,  Public  Documents  Room 
(Room  126),  600  Independence  Avenue, 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20546. 

(b)  Ames  Research  Center,  NASA  (Building 
201,  Room  17),  Mofiett  Field,  Calif.  94035. 

(c)  Hugh  L  Dryden  Flight  Research  Center, 
NASA  (Building  4800,  Boom  1017),  P.O. 

273,  Edwards,  Calif.  93523 

(d)  Goddard  Space  Flight  Center,  NASA 
(Building  8,  Room  150),  Greenbelt,  Md. 
20771. 

(e)  Johnson  Space  Center,  NASA  (Building  1, 
Room  136),  Houston,  Tex.  77058. 

(f)  John  F.  Kennedy  Space  Center,  NASA 
(Headquarters  Building,  Room  1207), 
Kennedy  Space  Center,  Fla.  32899. 

(g)  Langley  Research  Center,  NASA  (Building 
1219,  Room  304),  Hampton,  Va.  23365. 

(h)  Lewis  Research  Center,  NASA 
(Administration  Building,  Room  120),  21000 
Brookpark  Road,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44135. 

(i)  George  C.  Marshall  Space  Flight  Center, 
NASA  (Building  4200,  Room  G-11), 
Huntsville,  Ala.  35812. 

(j)  National  Space  Technology  Laboratories, 
NASA  (Building,  1100,  Room  A-213),  Bay 
Saint  Louis,  Miss.  39520. 

(k)  Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  (Building  180, 
Room  600)  4800  Oak  Grove  Drive, 

Pasadena,  Calif.  91103. 

(l)  Wallops  Flight  Center,  NASA  (Library 
Building,  Room  E-105),  Wallops  Island,  Va. 
23337. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th  day  of 
March  1980. 

By  the  direction  of  Administrator. 

Russell  Ritchie, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  External 
Relations. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8630  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  7510-01-M 

[Notice  (80-20)1 

NASA  Advisory  Council  (NAC),  Space 
and  Terrestrial  Applications  Advisory 
Committee  (STAAC);  Meeting 

The  Ad  Hoc  Informal  Advisory 
Subcommittee  on  Agriculture,  Land 
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Cover  and  Hydrology  of  the  NAC- 
STAAC  will  meet  on  April  7, 1980,  from 
8:30  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  and  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  3:00  p.m.  on  April  8, 1980,  at  NASA 
Headquarters,  Room  226A,  Federal 
Building  lOB,  600  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20546.  The 
meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Members 
of  the  public  will  be  admitted  to  the 
meeting  at  8:30  a.m.  on  both  days  on  a 
first-come,  first-served  basis  and  will  be 
required  to  sign  a  visitor’s  register.  The 
seating  capacity  of  the  meeting  room  is 
for  35  persons. 

This  Subconunittee,  chaired  by  Dr. 
Robert  M.  Ragan,  is  comprised  of  eleven 
members  of  the  NAC-STAAC  and  will 
review  and  discuss  the  progress  and 
status  of  research  activities  in  the 
Renewable  Resources  Program.  These 
activities  will  include  the  Fundamental 
Research  Program,  AgRlSTARS 
Program,  Radar  Research  Program 
Planning,  and  Soil  Moisture  Integrated 
Research  Program  Planning.  In  addition, 
the  Subcommittee  will  discuss  the  use  of 
remote  sensing  by  agribusiness. 

The  approved  agenda  for  the  meeting 
is  as  follows: 

April  7, 1980 

Time  and  Topic 

9:00  a.m. — Status  of  Subcommittee 
Recommendations 

9:30  a.m. — Fundamental  Research  Program 
Planning  Status 

10:30  a.m. — Agriculture  and  Resources 
Inventory  Surveys  Through  Aerospace 
Remote  Sensing  (AgRlSTARS)  Status 
11:00  a.m. — AgRlSTARS  from  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  Perspective 
1:30  p.m. — ^Radar  Research  Program 

April  8, 1960 

8:30  a.m. — Review  of  Integrated  Soil  Moisture 
Plan 

10:00  a.m. — Use  of  Remote  Sensing  by 
Agribusiness 
1:00  p.m. — Discussion 
2:00  p.m. — Conclusions  and 
Recommendations 
3:00  p.m. — Adjourn. 

For  further  information  regarding  this 
meeting,  please  contact  Mr.  Michael  A. 
Calabrese,  Resource  Observation 
Division,  Office  of  Space  and  Terrestrial 
Applications,  National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration,  Washington,  D.C 
at (202)  755-1201. 

Russell  Ritchie, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  External 
Relations. 

March  14. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-6631  Filed  3-20-60:  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S10-01-M 

L 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  STN  50-48SA  and  STN  S0> 
486A) 

Union  Electric  Co.;  Receipt  of 
Information  for  Antitrust  Review  of 
Operating  License  Application 

The  Union  Electric  Company  filed 
Information  for  Antitrust  Review  of 
Operating  License  Application  on 
January  21, 1980.  This  information  was 
filed  pursuant  to  §  2.101  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
and  is  in  connection  with  Union  Electric 
Company’s  plans  to  operate  two 
pressurized  water  reactors  on  a  site 
located  in  Callaway  County,  Missouri. 
’The  two  reactors  have  been  designated 
as  Callaway  Plant,  Units  1  and  2. 

The  portion  of  the  application  filed 
contains  antitrust  information  for  review 
pursuant  to  NRC  Regulatory  Guide  9.3  to 
determine  whether  Aere  have  been  any 
significant  changes  since  the  completion 
of  the  antitrust  review  at  the 
construction  permit  stage. 

On  completion  of  staff  antitrust 
review  of  the  above-named  application, 
the  director  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation  will  issue  an  initial  finding  as 
to  whether  there  have  been  “significant 
changes’’  under  section  105c(2)  of  the 
Act.  A  copy  of  this  finding  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
will  be  sent  to  the  Washington  and  local 
public  document  rooms  and  to  those 
persons  providing  comments  or 
information  in  response  to  this  notice.  If 
the  initial  finding  concludes  that  there 
have  not  been  any  significant  changes, 
request  for  reevaluation  may  be 
submitted  for  a  period  of  60  days  after 
the  date  of  the  Federal  Register.  The 
results  of  any  reevaluations  that  are 
requested  will  also  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  copies  sent  to  the 
Washington  and  local  public  document 
rooms. 

A  copy  of  the  Information  for 
Antitrust  Review  of  Operating  License 
Application  is  available  for  public 
examination  and  copying  for  a  fee  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC  and 
at  the  local  public  document  rooms  in 
the  Fulton  City  Library,  709  Market 
Street,  Fulton,  Missouri  65251  and  in  the 
Olin  Library  of  Washington, University, 
Skinker  and  Lindell  Boulevard,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  63130. 

Any  person  who  desires  additional 
information  regarding  the  matter 
covered  by  this  notice  or  who  wishes  to 
have  his  views  considered  with  respect 
to  significant  changes  related  to 
antitrust  matters  which  have  occurred  in 
the  licensee’s  activities  since  the 


construction  permit  antitrust  reviews  for 
the  above-named  plant  should  submit 
such  requests  for  information  or  views 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20555. 
Attention:  Chief,  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity  Group.  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation,  on  or  before  May  6. 
1980. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md^  tiiis  2eth  day  of 
February  1980. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Olan  D.  Parr, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors  Branch  No.  3, 
Division  of  Project  Management 

(FR  Doc.  80-6653  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  ai4 
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OFFICE  OF  PERSONNEL 
MANAGEMENT 

Federal  Employees  Part-Time  Career 
Employment  Act  of  1978;  Proposed 
0PM  Internal  Implementation  Rules 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Personnel 

Management. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Personnel 
Management  (0PM)  is  proposing 
internal  rules  to  implement  the  Federal 
Employees  Part-time  Career 
Employment  Act  of  1978. 

COMMENT  date:  Comments  will  be 
considered  if  received  on  or  before  May 
20, 1980. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Director  of  PersonneL 
Office  of  Personnel  Management,  Room 
1R54. 1900  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20415. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Cynthia  Simpson,  202-632-7484. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pub.  L 
95-437,  the  Federal  Employees  Part-time 
Career  Employment  Act  of  1978, 
requires  Federal  agencies  to  publish 
proposed  internal  rules  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  public  comment.  After 
comments  are  received,  considered,  and 
necessary  changes  are  made,  OPM  will 
adopt  these  rules  as  Chapter  340  of  the 
OPM  Personnel  Manual. 

Office  of  Personnel  Management. 

Beverly  M.  Jones, 

Issuance  System  Manager. 

Accordingly,  OPM  proposes  to  add 
OPM  Personnel  Manual  Chapter  340  to 
read  as  follows: 

Chapter  340 — Part-Time  Employment 
Subchapter  1.  General  Provisions. 

1-1.  Introduction 

1-2.  Policy 

1-3.  Definition 

1-4.  Statutory  Exceptions 

1-5.  Ceilings 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices 


18525 


Subchaptei  2.  Prugram  Implementation. 

2-1.  Goals  and  Timetables 

2-2.  Establishment  and  Conversion  of  Part- 
time  Positions 

2-3.  Review  of  Vacancies 

2-4.  Notifying  the  Public  of  Part-time 
Vacancies 

2-5.  Program  Coordination 
2-6.  Expanding  Existing  Programs 
2-7.  Evaluation 

2- 8.  Reporting 

Subchapter  3.  Changing  From  Full-time  to 
Part-time  Employment 

3- 1.  Purpose  and  Coverage 

3-2.  Procedures 

3-3.  Criteria 

3-4.  Increasing  Hours  of  Part-time  Tour  of 
Duty/Converting  Back  to  Full-time  Work 

3- 5.  Recordkeeping 
Subchapter  4.  Personnel  Policies  and 

Procedures  Relating  to  Part-time 
Employment. 

4- 1.  Introduction 

4-2.  Tenure 

4-3.  Earnings 

4-4.  Crediting  Experience  for  Promotion 

4-5.  Overtime/Compensatory  Time 
4-8.  Leave 
4-7.  Holidays 
4-8.  Training 

4-9.  Life  Insurance  Coverage 
4-10.  Health  Insurance  Coverage 
4-11.  Retirement  Date  Eligibility 
4-12.  Retirement  Annuity 
4-13.  Returning  to  Full-time  Duty 
4-14.  Work  Schedule  Change 
4-15.  Flexitime 

Appendix  A — Form;  Report  on  Part-time 
Employment  Goals  and  Timetables 
Appendix  B — Form:  Employee  Request  for 
Change  to  Part-time  Employment 

Subchapter  1 — General  Provisions 

1-1  Introduction 

This  subchapter  contains  regulations 
to  implement  ^b.  L  95-437,  the 
‘‘Federal  Employees  Part-time  Career 
Employment  Act  of  1978”,  and 
establishes  a  continuing  program  to 
provide  career  part-time  employment 
opportunities 

1-2  Policy 

The  policy  of  0PM  is  to  provide  part- 
time  employment  opportunities  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible  consistent 
with  agency  resources  and  mission 
requirements  in  positions  through  GS-15 
or  equivalent. 

1-3  Definition 

Part-time  career  employment  is 
regularly  scheduled  work  of  from  16  to 
32  hours  per  week  performed  by 
employees  serving  under  competitive  or 
excepted  appointments  in  tenure  groups 
I  and  II  effected  on  or  after  April  8, 1979. 

Excluded  from  this  definition  are 
Schedule  C,  intermittent,  and  temporary 
employees.  Also  excluded  are  career 
employees  who  were  working  part-time 
on  April  7, 1979  for  as  long  as  they 
continue  to  work  part-time. 


1-4  Statutory  Exceptions 

These  regulations  do  not  apply  to 
positions:  (a)  In  the  Senior  Executive 
Service  or  others  at  GS-16  or  above. 

(b)  Where  a  collective  bargaining 
agreement  establishes  the  number  of 
hours  of  employment  per  week. 

(c)  For  which  a  work  schedule  of  from 
1  to  15  hours  per  week  is  necessary  for 
0PM  mission  accomplishment. 

1- 5  Ceilings 

Effective  October  1. 1980,  an  employee 
holding  a  part-time  career  position  will 
be  counted  as  a  fraction  of  a  person 
year.  This  is  determined  by  dividing  40 
hours  into  the  average  number  of  hours 
of  the  employee’s  regularly  scheduled 
workweek. 

Subchapter  2 — Program  Implementation 

2- 1  Goals  and  Timetables 

Each  major  organization  is  required  to 
set  annual  goals  for  establishing  and 
converting  positions  for  part-time 
employment  based  on  considerations 
such  as:  (a)  Agency  mission  (e.g.,  to 
administer  various  examinations)  Part- 
time  examiners  used  to  administer 
examinations  during  peak  periods. 

(b)  Workload  fluctuations  (e.g.,  cost- 
of-living  increase)  Part-time  employees 
to  process  the  large  volume  of 
retirement  claims  generated  during  a 
compressed  period. 

(c)  Turnover  rate  (e.g.,  promotions, 
resignations,  reassignments)  Two  part- 
time  employees  to  fill  a  position  vacated 
by  one  full-time  employee. 

(d)  Affirmative  action.  Employing 
housewives,  handicapped,  and/or 
elderly  people  who  may  wish  part-time 
work. 

(e)  Current  employees  interested  in 
part-time  employment.  Provide  a  means 
which  permits  employees  to  request  and 
receive  consideration. 

Regional  Directors  and  OHice  Heads 
should  submit  part-time  employment 
goals  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Personnel 
by  the  last  workday  of  October  using 
OPM  Form  1424,  Report  on  Part-Time 
Employment  Goals  and  Timetables 
(Appendix  A). 

2-2  Establishment  and  Conversion  of 
Part-Time  Positions 

(a)  Office  Heads  and  Regional 
Directors  shall  establish  or  convert  a 
sufficient  number  of  part-time  career 
positions  to  meet  their  established  goals. 
Positions  occupied  by  full-time 
employees  may  not  be  abolished  in 
order  to  create  part-time  positions;  but, 
full-time  positions  may  be  converted  to 
part-time  when  requested  by  employees 
or  when  positions  are  vacated. 


(b)  Office  Heads  and  Regional 
Directors  shall  make  sure  that  their 
employees  are  informed  of  the 
procedures  for  converting  to  part-time 
employment  (Subchapter  3)  as  well  as 
the  rights  and  benefits  of  this  kind  of 
work  schedule  (Subchapter  4). 

2-3  Review  of  Vacancies 

Prior  to  filling  any  vacancy  (subject  to 
exceptions  noted  in  1-4),  the  immediate 
supervisor  shall  make  a  determination 
as  to  the  suitability  of  filling  the  position 
on  a  part-time  basis,  keepting  in  mind 
the  factors  in  2-1. 

2-4  Notifying  the  Public  of  Part-  Time 
Vacancies 

The  public  will  be  notified  of  part- 
time  vacancies  through  normal 
distribution  of  vacancy  announcements. 

2-5  Program  Coordination 

OPM’s  Part-time  Employment 
Coordinator  is  located  in  the  Office  of 
Personnel  and  will  be  responsible  fon 
(a)  Overseeing  development  and 
implementation  of  part-time 
employment  goals  and  timetables; 

(b)  Consulting  with  interested  parties 
on  part-time  employment; 

(c)  Insuring  that  managers, 
supervisors,  and  employees  are  kept 
informed  of  the  basic  rules  of  part-time 
employment  and  position  management 
and  work  assignment  techniques  which 
can  lead  to  the  most  productive  use  of 
part-time  employees: 

(d)  Monitoring  organizational  progress 
in  expanding  part-time  employment 
opportunities;  and 

(e)  Maintaining  records  and  preparing 
reports  on  part-time  employment. 

Each  organization  and  regional  office 
is  responsible  for  designating  a  part- 
time  employment  coordinator  to  be 
responsible  for  items  (a)  through  (e) 
within  the  organization. 

2-6  Expanding  Existing  Programs 

Programs,  such  as  those  under  FPM 
Chapters  306,  307  and  part  of  308 
(Selective  Placement,  VRA,  Student 
Employment)  should  be  explored  for 
possible  use  in  expanding  part-time 
employment  opportunities. 

2-7  Evaluation 

The  part-time  employment  program 
will  be  reviewed  and  evaluated  through 
the  internal  personnel  management 
evaluation  process.  Special  attention 
will  be  focused  on  timely 
accomplishment  of  goals  and  the 
procedures  for  review  of  vacant 
positions. 
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2- 8  Reporting 

Office  Heads  and  Regional  Directors 
will  report  twice  annually  to  the 
Director,  Offlce  of  Personnel  using  0PM 
Form  Part-Time  Employment  Goals 
and  Time  Tables  (Appendix  A).  Reports 
covering  the  period  October  through 
March  should  be  submitted  by  the  last 
work  day  of  April.  Reports  covering 
April  through  September  are  due  by  the 
last  work  day  of  October.  Reports 
should  include:  (a)  Specific  information 
on  the  organization’s  progress  in 
meeting  the  part-time  permanent 
employment  goals  established. 

(b)  An  explanation  of  any 
impediments  encountered  in  meeting 
such  goals  or  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  Pub.  L  95-437  and  a 
description  of  measures  taken  to 
overcome  such  impediments. 

(c)  Evidence  that  opportunities  for 
part-time  employment  have  been 
extended  to  older  individuals,  the 
handicapped,  students  and  parents  with 
family  responsibilities. 

(d)  A  copy  of  any  internal  issuance  on 
part-time  permanent  employment. 

(e)  The  number  of  new  part-time 
permanent  jobs  established  during  the 
reporting  period. 

Subchapter  3 — Changing  from  Full-time 
to  Part-time  Employment 

3- J  Purpose  and  Coverage 

This  Guide  provides  OPM  policy  and 
procedures  for  processing  employee 
requests  to  change  from  full-time  to  part- 
time  employment. 

3-2  Procedures 

An  employee’s  request  for  change 
from  full-time  to  part-time  employment 
should  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  below:  (a)  An 
employee  desiring  a  change  in 
employment  from  full-time  to  part-time 
should  consult  with  the  immediate 
supervisor  to  determine  the  effects  such 
a  change  will  have  on  his/her  rights  and 
benefits  (Subchapter  4).  If  the  employee 
desires  to  proceed,  he/she  should  make 
a  formal  request  by  giving  the 
immediate  supervisor  OPM  form  1412. 
Employee  Request  for  Change  to  Part- 
Time  Employment  (Appendix  B). 

(b)  Upon  receipt  of  a  formal  request 
the  supervisor  should  evaluate  the 
request  in  terms  of  the  criteria  specifred 
in  3-3.  The  supervisor  should  attach  his/ 
her  recommendation  to  the  form  and 
forward  it  to  the  second  line  supervisor 
or  selecting  official  for  a  decision. 

(c]  The  second-line  supervisor  or 
selecting  official  should  review  the 
request  and  the  recommendation  and 
approve  or  disapprove  the  employee’s 
request  after  evaluating  it  in  terms  of  the 


criteria  stated  in  3-3  and  after 
consulting  with  the  administrative 
ofHcer  on  how  ceiling  would  be  affected. 
A  decision  should  be  made  within  5 
workdays  from  the  time  the  employee 
files  a  formal  request  with  the 
immediate  supervisor. 

3-3  Criteria 

The  employee's  request  and 
management’s  needs  should  be  weighed 
against  the  following  criteria:  (a) 
Employment  ceilings — this  may  be  to  the 
advantage  of  the  organization  when  it  is 
over  its  frll-time  permanent  ceiling  but 
has  slots  in  the  “all  other"  category; 

(b)  Workloads — ^regular  and  peak 
workloads  which  might  lend  themselves 
to  part-time  schedules; 

(c)  Special  space  and  equipment 
requirements,  if  any;  and 

(d)  Benefits  to  employee,  e.g.,  would 
alleviate  child  care  concerns  for  parents; 
would  lessen  pressure  of  full  day’s  work 
on  those  wjth  health  problems;  would 
allow  those  near  retirement  to 
discontinue  work  gradually. 

(e)  Retention  of  valuable  employee — 
this  employee  working  part-time  would 
be  more  valuable  to  your  office  than 
having  to  train  and  develop  a  new 
employee. 

3-4  Increasing  Hours  of  Part-time  Tour 
of  Duty/Converting  Back  to  Full-time 
Work 

If  it  is  necessary  for  the 
accomplishment  of  OPM’s  mission 
approving  official  can: 

(1)  Increase  the  hours  of  work  of  part- 
time  employees  to  the  maximum 
prescribed  by  law  (32  hours),  or 

(2)  Reassign  part-time  employees  to 
their  former  full-time  position. 

When  such  a  decision  is  made,  an 
affected  employee  must  be  given  written 
notice  no  less  than  2  calendar  weeks  in 
advance. 

3-5  Recordkeeping 

(a)  Statistical  Record 

The  selecting  official  approving  a 
request  should  forward  copies  of  all 
decisions  to  the  Part-time  Employment 
Coordinator,  OP,  who  will  maintain  a 
statistical  record  of  the  decisions. 

(b)  Retention  of  Records 

(1)  Approved  Requests. — ^The 
employee’s  request,  a  SF-52,  Request  for 
Personnel  Action,  and  any  other 
documents  (arising  because  of  the 
request]  used  in  reaching  the  decision 
are  to  be  forwarded  to  the  Part-time 
Employment  Coordinator  in  the  Office  of 
Personnel.  SF-50,  Notification  of 
Personnel  Action,  will  be  prepared  from 
these  forms. 


(2)  Denied  Requests. — ^The  employee’s 
request  and  any  other  documents 
(arising  because  of  the  request)  used  in 
reaching  the  decision  are  to  be 
forwarded  to  the  Part-Time  Employment 
Coordinator  in  the  Office  of  Personnel. 
These  records  will  be  retained  for  1 
year. 

Subchapter  4 — Personnel  Policies  and 
Procedures  Relating  to  Part-time 
Employment 

4-1  Introduction 

This  subchapter  contains  information 
on  the  pay.  schedules,  benefits  and 
rights  associated  with  part-time 
permanent  employment. 

4-2  Tenure 

Completion  of  probationary  period 
and  the  period  for  conversion  from 
career-conditional  to  career  status  are 
the  same  as  for  full-time  employment. 
Service  Computation  Date  (SCD)  is 
undisturbed  by  part-time  work.  Since 
part-time  employment  constitutes  a 
separate  competitive  level  from  full-time 
employment,  competition  is  with  other 
part-time  employees  during  a  reduction- 
in-force  (RIF). 

4-3  Earnings 

Pay  received  is  proportionate  to  the 
time  scheduled  to  work.  The  hourly  pay 
rate  is  the  same  for  full-time  and  part- 
time  employees.  Waiting  periods  for 
within-grade  increases  are  not  affected; 
they  are  based  on  calendar  weeks  of 
creditable  service. 

4-4  Crediting  Experience  for 
Promotion 

Part-time  experience  is  credited  on  a 
pro-rated  basis  according  to  the  relation 
it  bears  to  a  full  workweek. 

4-5  Overtime /Compensatory  Time 

Under  Title  5  U.S.C.,  hours  of  Work 
must  be  in  excess  of  40  hours  in  an 
administrative  workweek  or  8  hours  in  a 
day  to  be  considered  overtime.  Under 
the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act,  overtime 
begins  after  the  completion  of  40  hours 
of  work  in  a  week,  excluding  holidays 
and  paid  leave. 

Compensatory  time  may  be  earned  at 
the  discretion  of  the  approving  official. 

4-6  Leave 

(a)  Annual  leave  is  earned  on  a  pro¬ 
rata  basis  at  the  rate  determined  by 
years  of  service.  For  example,  a  part- 
time  employee  with: 

Less  than  3  years — 1  hour  for  each  20  hours 
worked 

3  to  14  years — 1  hour  for  each  13  hours 
worked 

15  years  or  more — 1  hour  for  each  10  hours 
worked. 
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Maximum  carryover  at  the  end  of  the 
leave  year  remains  the  same. 

(b)  Sick  leave  is  earned  at  the  rate  of 
one  hour  for  every  20  hours  in  pay  status 
regardless  of  years  of  service. 

(c)  No  leave  (annual  or  sick)  is  earned 
for  hours  worked  in  excess  of  80  in  a 
pay  period. 

(d)  Other  leave  categories  (e.g. 
absence  without  leave,  leave  without 
pay,  court  leave,  funeral  leave,  excused 
absences)  are  not  affected. 

4-7  Holidays  . 

Holiday  pay  is  received  only  for 
regularly  scheduled  work  on  the 
holiday,  and  only  for  those  hours 
regularly  scheduled. 

4-8  Training 

Part-time  permanent  employees 
should  receive  the  same  consideration 
as  full-time  employees  for  training,  and 
developmental  assignments.  Procedures 
for  nomination,  selection,  etc.  apply  to 
both  full-time  and  part-time  employees. 
At  the  discretion  of  the  supervisor,  part- 
time  employees  may  temporarily 
increase  their  work  schedules  to  attend 
training  courses  or  adjust  their  work 
schedules  as  described  in  section  3-4. 

4-9  Life  Insurance  Coverage 

The  amount  of  insurance  carried  will 
automatically  decrease  whenever 
annual  salary  is  decreased  by  an 
amount  sufficient  to  lower  pay  to  a 
different  $1000  bracket  (except  that  it 
cannot  be  lower  than  a  $10,000  minimum 
insurance  amount). 

4-10  Health  Insurance  Coverage 

The  employee's  cost  for  premiums  is 
greater  because  the  Government’s 
contribution  is  pro-rated  according  to 
the  number  of  hours  the  part-time 
employee  is  scheduled  to  work. 

4-1 1  Retirement  Date  Eligibility 

No  effect.  Service  is  credited  by 
calendar  weeks. 

4-12  Retirement  Annuity 

The  computation  is  based  on  the 
highest  average  annual  basic  pay  for 
any  three  consecutive  years.  Therefore, 
if  years  of  part-time  service  are  among 
the  high  three,  the  employee’s  annuity 
will  be  affected  to  the  extent  earnings 
were  limited  in  those  years. 

4-13  Returning  to  Full-time  Duty 

If  the  position  held  immediately 
before  converting  to  part-time  or  a 
position  of  equal  or  lower  grade 
elsewhere  is  vacant,  and  the  employee 
meets  the  basic  requirements  for  the  job, 
he/she  can  be  placed  in  the  position 
non-competitively. 


If  the  position  being  sought  requires  a 
promotion  or  has  promotion  potential, 
there  must  be  competition  with  other 
employees  who  meet  the  basic 
requirements  for  the  position. 

4-14  Work  Schedule  Change 

To  meet  workload  demands, 
supervisors  may  increase  the  number  of 
hours  worked  by  part-time  permanent 
employees.  Increases  above  32  hours  per 
week  must  be  for  a  limited  period  unless 
the  affected  employee  was  part-time 
prior  to.the  effective  date  of  the  law. 

Temporary  variations  in  the 
arrangement  of  days  and/or  hours  of 
part-time  permanent  employees  must  be 
approved  by  the  employee  and  his/her 
supervisor  through  a  written  request  and 
response.  An  amended  SF-50  should  be 
issued  when  the  variation  will  continue 
longer  than  2  pay  periods. 

4-15  Flexitime 

Part-time  employees  may  work 
flexitime  depending  on  the  need  of  the 
organization. 

(FR  Doc  80-8686  nied  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  Na  34-16656;  File  No.  SR-BSE- 
79-41 

Boston  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Seif- 
Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Ruie  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  (“Act”)  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  No.  94-29, 16  Qune  4. 1975), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  February 
13, 1980,  the  Boston  Stock  Exchange  Inc. 
(“BSE”  or  “Exchange”)  filed  with  die 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  a 
proposed  rule  change.  On  February  25, 
1980,  the  BSE  filed  Amendment  No.  1  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  which,  as 
amended,  would  add  two  paragraphs 
and  supplementary  material  to  Chapter 
XI,  Section  1  of  the  BSE  Rules  as 
follows: 

Text  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

“No  member  who  is  not  a  regular  dealer 
maintaining  a  primary  specialist  operation  on 
the  floor  shall  be  eligible  for  appointment  as 
an  alternate  specialist.  There  shall  be  two 
categories  of  alternates.  Class  A  and  Class  B. 
Any  dealer  who  is  appointed  to  either 
category  shall  maintain,  in  addition  to  the 
minimum  equity  required  in  his  primary 
specialist  account,  a  minimum  equity  of 
$25,000  for  activity  as  an  alternate. 

The  Committee  on  Business  Conduct  may 
appoint  a  Class  A  Alternate  in  a  number  of 
issues  not  greater  than  are  assigned  to  his 
primary  account.  Dealers  appointed  by  the 


Committee  as  Class  B  Alternates  must 
establish  any  position  either  long  or  short 
only  on  the  floor  of  the  Exchange,  in  order  to 
promote  greater  depth  and  liquidity.  The 
Committee  may  appoint  more  than  one  Class 
A  Alternate  in  a  particular  issue. 

Supplementary  Material 

Alternate  specialists  are  required  generally 
to  engage  in  a  course  of  dealings  which  is 
consistent  with  the  maintenance,  so  far  as 
reasonably  practicable,  of  a  fair  and  orderly 
market  on  the  Exchange. 

Purchases  and  sales  by  alternate 
specialists  must  constitute  a  course  of 
dealings  reasonably  calculated  to  contribute 
toward  the  maintenance  of  price  continuity 
with  reasonable  depth  and  to  the 
minimization  of  the  effects  of  any  temporary 
disparity  between  supply  and  demand. 

Alternate  specialists  have  an  obligation  to 
make  a  bid  or  an  offer  at  the  request  of  a 
Floor  broker  holding  an  unexecuted  public 
customer’s  order.  Such  bid  or  offer  must  be 
reasonably  calculated  to  contribute  to  the 
maintenance  of  a  fair  and  orderly  market  in 
the  stock  to  which  it  relates. 

Bids  and  offers  by  alternate  specialists 
must  either  (a)  improve  the  price  or  (b)  the 
depth  of  an  existing  quote. 

BSE’s  Statement  of  the  Purpose  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Exchange  believes  that  an 
alternate  specialist  who  initiates  the 
purchase  or  sale  of  securities  while  on 
the  Exchange  Floor  will  be  “acting  in  the 
capacity  of  a  market-maker”  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  11(a)(1)(A)  of  the 
Act.  The  proposal  justifies  the  Alternate 
Specialist’s  claim  to  the  exemption  from 
Section  11(a)(1)  provided  by 
Subparagraph  (A)  thereof  because, 
overall,  the  course  of  dealings  required 
of  the  Alternate  Specialist  by  the  rule 
will  be  beneficial  to  the  market  by 
increasing  depth  and  liquidity  and  by 
enhancing  competition  within  the 
market-making  function.  Thus,  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  purposes  of  Section  11(a)  of  the  Act 
and  the  protection  of  investors. 

BSE’s  Statement  of  the  Basis  Under  the 
Act  for  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  new  rule  relates  to 
Sections  11(a)  and  6(b)(1)  of  the  Act  in 
that  it  would  assist  the  Exchange  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Act,  and  to 
comply  and  to  enforce  compliance  by  its 
members  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  rules  thereunder.  The  proposed 
new  rule  also  relates  to  Section  6(b)(c) 
of  the  Act  in  that  it  will  aid  in  the 
protection  of  investors  and  the  public 
interest  by  providing  a  course  of 
dealings  reasonably  calculated  to 
contribute  toward  ^e  maintenance  of 
price  continuity  with  reasonable  depth 
and  liquidity. 
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BSE’s  Statement  on  Comments  Received 
From  Members,  Participants  or  Others 
on  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

No  comments  were  received  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  rule  change. 

BSE’s  Statement  of  Burden  on 
Competition 

No  burden  on  competition  is 
perceived  by  adoption  of  the  proposed 
amendment.  The  Exchange  believes  the 
proposed  rule  would  enhance 
competition  in  market  making  on  the 
Floor  of  the  Exchange. 

On  or  before  April  25, 1980,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  Hnding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above  mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submission  should  Hie  six  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions,  other  than 
those  which  may  be  withheld  from  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the  Public 
Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing 
will  also  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  principal  office  of  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization.  All  submissions  should 
refer  to  the  file  number  referenced  in  the 
caption  above  and  should  be  submitted 
on  or  before  April  11, 1980. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A  Fitznnunons, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8658  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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Bradford  Securities  Processing 
Services,  Inc.;  Self-Reguiatory 
Organizations;  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 


U.S.C.  78s(b)(l).  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  25, 1980, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change,  as  follows; 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule 

Bradford  Securities  Processing 
Services,  Inc.  (the  “Corporation”) 
proposes  to  amend  its  rules  to  add  the 
following: 

Balance  Order  Service 

1.  As  used  in  this  Rule  the  following 
terms  shall  have  the  following  meanings: 

(a)  “BOS”  shall  mean  the 
Corporations  Balance  Order  Service; 

(b)  “Corporation”,  “Participant”, 
’’Designated  Security”,  “BOS  Eligible 
Transaction”,  “Comparison  Interface”, 
“Clearing  Interface”  and  “Local  Time” 
shall  have  the  meanings  provided  in 
paragraph  1  and  “Transaction 
Information”  shaH  have  the  meaning 
provided  in  paragraph  4  of  the 
Corporation’s  Trade  Comparison  and 
Reporting  Service  Rule: 

(c)  “TCRS”  shall  mean  the 
Corporation’s  Trade  Comparison  and 
Reporting  Service; 

(d)  “Electing  Participant”  shall  mean  a 
Participant  which  has  submitted  a  BOS 
Eligible  Transaction  to  the  Corporation 
for  clearance  through  BOS; 

(e)  “BOS  Transaction”  shall  mean  any 
BOS  Eligible  Transaction,  submitted  to 
the  Corporation  for  Clearance  through 
BOS,  appearing  as  compared  on  a 
Participant’s  Initial  or  Final  Report  in 
TCRS  or  reported  as  compared  by  a 
registered  clearing  agency  with  a 
Comparison  Interface  or  compared  by  a 
registered  clearing  agency, 

(f)  “Settlement  Price”  shall  mean,  with 
respect  to  any  BOS  Transaction,  the 
price  determined  by  the  Corporation  for 
the  settlement  of  all  transactions  due  to 
be  settled  on  the  same  Business  Day  in 
the  Designated  Security  which  is  the 
subject  of  the  BOS  Transaction; 

(g)  “Contract  Price”  shall  mean,  with 
respect  to  any  BOS  Transaction,  the 
price  at  which  the  transaction  was 
compared:  and 

(h)  “Business  Day”  shall  mean  any 
day  on  which  banks  in  the  State  of  New 
York  are  open  for  business. 

2.  (a)  The  Corporation  will  offer  BOS 
for  the  clearance  of  BOS  Transactions. 
BOS  will  net  by  Designated  Security  all 
BOS  Transactions  submitted  to  BOS  by 
or  for  Electing  Participants  and  will  allot 
the  resulting  netted  deliver  and  receive 
obligations. 

(b)  On  each  Business  Day  preceding  a 
Business  Day  on  which  a  transaction 


submitted  to  BOS  by  an  Electing 
Participant  is  to  settle  (“Settlement 
Day”),  BOS  will  prepare  and  issue  to  the 
Electing  Participant,  as  applicable:  (i)  A 
deliver  security  balance  order  (“DBO”) 
for  each  delivery  of  each  Designated 
Security  to  be  delivered  on  the 
Settlement  Day,  showing  the  Settlement 
Price  in  respect  thereof:  (ii)  a  receive 
security  balance  order  (“RBO”)  for  each 
Designated  Security  to  be  received  on 
the  Settlement  Day,  showing  the 
Settlement  Price  in  respect  thereof:  and 
(iii)  a  clearing  cash  adjustment 
statement  (“CCAS”)  of  the  total  amoimt 
of  money  due  to  or  from  the  Electing 
Participant  on  the  Settlement  Day, 
consisting  of:  (A)  The  difference 
between  the  aggregate  of  all  Contract 
Prices  and  the  aggregate  of  all 
Settlement  Prices  of  the  Electing 
Participant’s  BOS  Transactions  settling 
on  the  Settlement  Day;  and  (B).  if 
Settlement  Day  is  also  the  day  on  which 
the  Corporation  bills  Participants  for 
services  utilized,  any  other  payments 
due  to  the  Corporation  from  the  Electing 
Participant  ancillary  to  its  BOS 
Transactions. 

(c)  On  the  morning  of  any  Business 
Day  on  which  BOS  is  holding  for  an 
Electing  Participant  a  BOS  Transaction 
not  settling  that  day,  the  Corporation 
may,  at  its  election,  prepare  and  issue  to 
the  Electing  Participant,  a  settlement 
cash  statement  (“SCS”)  of  any  mark-to> 
the-market  payments  due  to  or  from  the 
Participant  with  respect  to  any  unsettled 
transactions  in  BOS  and,  if  the  Business 
Day  is  also  a  Settlement  Day,  the 
amount  shown  on  any  CCAS  issued  on 
the  preceding  Business  Day. 

(d)  The  obligations  of  Electing 
Participants  to  receive  and  pay  for 
securities  and  to  deliver  securities 
pursuant  to  RBOs  and  DBOs  and  to  pay 
the  amounts  shown  on  the  CCASs  and 
SCSs  shall  be  frxed  and  determined  at 
the  time  such  DBOs,  RBOs,  CCASs  and 
SCSs  are  made  available  to  the  Electing 
Participants,  although  such  orders  and 
statements  may  not  in  fact  have  been 
received  by  or  delivered  to  such  Electing 
Participants;  provided  the  amount 
payable  or  receivable  by  an  Electing 
Participant  according  to  any  CCAS  shall 
be  superseded  by  the  amount  payable  or 
receivable  according  to  any  SCS  issued 
to  the  Electing  Participant  on  the 
morning  of  a  Settlement  Day  to  which 
the  CCAS  pertains. 

3.  (a)  Any  Participant,  and  any  non- 
Participant  which  is  otherwise  qualified 
to  be  a  Participant  and  executes  a  BOS 
Agreement,  thereby  becoming  a 
Participant  in  BOS,  may,  pursuant  to  this 
Rule,  submit  BOS  Transactions  for 
clearance  through  BOS.  Each  Participant 
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submitting  BOS  Transactions  to  BOS  for 
clearance  by  so  doing  agrees  to  be 
bound  by  this  Rule  for  each  transaction 
submitted  to  BOS  and  to  pay  the  fees 
therefor  as  set  forth  in  the  Fee  Schedule 
for  BOS  (Section  IX  of  the  Corporation’s 
Fee  Schedule). 

(b)  If  a  Participant  fails  to  comply 
with  or  fuinil  its  obligations  under  this 
or  any  other  Rule  of  the  Corporation,  or ' 
if  the  Corporation  believes  the 
Participant  is  experiencing  financial 
difnculties,  the  Corporation,  in  its  sole 
discretion,  may  refuse  the  use  of  BOS  to 
the  Participant.  Should  transactions 
involving  a  Participant  to  whom  the 
Corporation  refuses  use  of  BOS  have 
already  been  submitted  to  BOS,  the 
Corporation  may  delete  from  BOS 
information  pertaining  to  any 
transaction  to  which  that  Participant  is  a 
party  and  for  which  no  RBOs,  DBOs  and 
CCASs  have  been  generated  by  BOS. 

(c)  The  Corporation  may  require  any 
Participant  to  make  or  receive  mark-to- 
the-market  or  similar  payments  with 
respect  to  any  potential  losses  or  gains 
arising  from  changes  between  the 
Contract  Price  and  the  then  current 
market  value,  as  determined  by  the 
Corporation,  of  any  unsettled  BOS 
Transactions. 

4.  A  BOS  Transaction  may  be 
submitted  to  BOS  through  TCRS  or 
pursuant  to  a  Comparison  Interface 
under  TCRS,  and  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Corporation  by  noon.  Local  Time,  on 
the  second  Business  Day  preceding  the 
Business  Day  on  which  the  BOS 
Transaction  is  to  be  settled. 

5.  (a)  The  Corporation  will  make 
DBOs,  RBOs  and  CCASs  available  to 
Electing  Participants  at  the  office  of  the 
Corporation  which  the  Electing 
Participant  has  designated  as  its 
location  for  making  settlements 
(“Settlement  Office”)  by  12:00  noon 
Local  Time  on  the  Business  Day 
preceding  Settlement  Day.  The 
Corporation  will  make  SCSs  available  to 
Electing  Participants  at  the  Participants’ 
Settlement  Office  by  10:00  A.M.  Local 
Time  on  the  Business  Day  on  which  an 
SCS  is  issued. 

(b)  On  each  Settlement  Day  or  on 
each  Business  Day  on  which  an  SCS  is 
issued,  each  Electing  Participant  shall 
pay  to  or  receive  from  the  Corporation 
at  the  Electing  Participant’s  Settlement 
Office,  by  11:30  A.M.  Local  Time,  the 
amounts,  in  cash,  certified  check  or 
cashier’s  check,  called  for  by  the 
Participant’s  CCAS  or  SCS. 

(c)  The  obligations  of  Electing 
Participants  to  receive,  deliver  and  pay 
for  Designated  Securities  in  accordance 
with  the  RBOs  and  DBOs  issued  by  the 
Corporation  shall  be  discharged  on 
Settlement  Day  in  accordance  with  the 


procedures  set  forth  in  the  rules  of  the 
Municipal  Securities  Rulemaking  Board 
with  respect  to  transactions  in  municipal 
securities  and  of  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
with  respect  to  transactions  in  other 
Designated  Securities. 

6.  A  BOS  Eligible  Transaction  as  to 
which  the  contra  party  is  a  participant 
in  a  registered  clearing  agency  which 
has  a  Clearing  Interface  with  the 
Corporation  may  be  submitted  to  BOS 
by  an  Electing  Participant  provided  that, 
in  addition  to  agreeing  to  be  bound  by 
this  Rule,  by  submitting  the  transaction, 
the  electing  Participant:  (A)  Agrees  to 
indemnify  and  hold  the  Corporation 
harmless  for  all  costs,  losses,  liabilities 
or  claims  or  threats  thereof,  except  any 
of  the  foregoing  directly  caused  by  the 
negligence  of  the  Corporation,  that  the 
Corporation  may  suffer  or  be  exposed  to 
by  reason  of  or  relating  to  the 
transaction,  any  assignment,  transfer 
and  set  over  thereof  and  any  DBOs, 
RBOs,  CCASs  and  SCSs  resulting 
therefrom;  (B)  agrees,  in  connection  with 
any  transaction  effected  through  the 
Clearing  Interface,  to  pay  to  the 
Corporation  promptly  upon  demand,  any 
mark-to-the-market  or  other  payments 
and  to  deliver  promptly  such  securities 
as  the  Corporation  may  be  required  to 
make  or  deliver  to  the  other  registered 
clearing  agency;  and  (C),  to  the  extent 
necessary  to  implement  the  Clearing 
Interface,  authorizes  the  Corporation  to 
stand  in  the  place  of  the  contra  side  as 
regards  the  Meeting  Participant  and 
assigns,  transfers  and  sets  over  to  the 
Corporation  all  of  the  Electing 
Participant’s  right,  title  and  interest  to 
and  in  the  transaction. 

Fee  Schedule 

IX.  Balance  Order  Service.  The 
maximum  fees  for  this  Service  shall  be. 

(a)  12  cents  per  balance  order 
generated. 

(b)  25  cents  per  transaction  entered. 

(c)  50  cents  per  transaction  entered  on 
a  when-issued  basis. 

Procedures  of  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Adoption  of  this  Rule  has  been 
approved  by  the  Corporation’s  Chief 
Executive  Officer. 

Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  Rule,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Corporation’s  proposed  Trade 
Comparison  and  Reporting  Service 
(“TCRS”),  will  enable  Participants  to 
use  the  Corporation’s  facilities  to 
compare,  clear  and  settle  transactions  in 
municipal  and  government  securities. 
Although  transactions  compared 
through  TCRS  need  not  be  submitted  to 


the  proposed  Balance  Order  Service 
(“BOS”)  for  clearance  and  BOS  can  be 
used  to  clear  transactions  compared 
other  than  through  TCRS.  TCRS  and 
BOS  have  been  designed  to  operate  as 
an  integrated  transaction  completion 
system. 

Historically,  transactions  in  municipal 
and  government  securities  have  been 
compared  by  the  parties  to  the 
transaction  and  cleared  and  settled  on  a 
trade-by-trade  basis.  The  steady  growth 
in  the  number  and  trading  volume  in 
these  securities  experienced  in  the  last 
two  decades,  however,  has  impaired  the 
effectiveness  of  traditional  methods  of 
transaction  completion  and  suggested 
the  need  for  an  improved  comparison 
capability  and  a  mechanism  for  netting 
settlement  obligations. 

TCRS  is  designed  to  provide  an 
accurate  and  efficient  comparison 
mechanism  both  as  a  necessary  service 
in  its  own  right  and  as  the  front  end  of  a 
transaction  completion  system 
permitting  the  netting  of  settlement 
obligations.  TCRS  has  been  amended 
from  the  form  in  which  it  was  submitted 
originally  in  order  to  be  operationally 
compatible  with  the  BOS  netting  system. 

'The  development  of  BOS  reflects  the 
Corporation’s  growing  recognition  that, 
while  the  availability  of  a  netting 
mechanism  is  not  critical  in  the  case  of 
all  transactions  in  municipal  bonds  and 
government  securities,  there  are  a 
number  of  instances  in  which  the 
availability  of  a  netting  system  can 
provide  significant  benefits.  In 
particular,  it  has  become  increasingly 
clear  that  a  netting  system  is  needed  for 
“when-issued”  trading  and  situations  in 
which  heavy  trading  in  a  particular 
issue  has  led  to  a  proliferation  of  fails. 

In  the  case  of  “when-issued”  trading, 
compared  transactions  would  be 
submitted  to  BOS  and  would  be  held  in 
BOS  until  two  days  before  the 
transactions  in  the  when-issued  security 
were  to  be  settled.  At  that  time,  the 
when-issued  trades  would  be  netted  and 
the  DBOs,  RBOs,  and  CCASs  would  be 
issued  by  the  Corporation.  In  a  failed- 
trade  clearance,  the  Corporation, 
another  self-regulatory  organization  or 
an  industry  association  would  identify  a 
security  in  which  there  was  an  undue 
concentration  of  outstanding  fails  and 
would  specify  a  date  by  which  all 
transactions  in  the  security  had  to  be 
submitted  to  BOS.  Immediately 
following  that  date,  unless  the  date  was 
extended  by  the  Corporation,  the 
Corporation  would  net  all  transactions 
submitted  to  BOS  and,  on  the  next  day, 
issue  DBOs,  RBOs  and  CCASs.  In  both 
instances,  settlement  would  occur  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
proposed  rule  on  the  day  following  the 
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day  on  which  the  DBOs,  RBOs  and 
CCASs  were  made  available  to  the 
participants. 

Together,  TCRS  and  BOS  will  relieve 
participants  of  much  of  the  time  and 
paperwork  burden  of  comparing  trades 
and  preparing  receive  and  deliver 
tickets.  Additionally,  by  netting 
participants*  delivery  and  receipt 
obligations,  BOS  will  signiBcantly 
decrease  the  number  of  deliveries  and 
receipts  of  securities  that  participants 
are  required  to  make  and  will  both 
reduce  fails  and  minimize  the  adverse 
net  capital  and  other  regulatory 
consequences  of  fails. 

It  is  self-evident  that  the  efficiencies 
provided  by  comparison  and  netting 
systems  will  be  only  partially  realized  if 
multiple  comparison  and  clearing 
systems  are  permitted  to  come  into 
existence  without  being  required  to 
interface  with  each  other.  For  this 
reason  the  Corporation  undertakes  with 
the  Commission  to  establish 
Comparison  Interfaces  and  Clearing 
Interfaces  on  mutually  acceptable  terms 
with  any  registered  clearing  agency 
offering  comparison  and  clearing 
services  for  transactions  in  municipal 
and  government  securities.  Despite  the 
Corporation’s  desire  to  implement  this 
rule  at  the  earliest  possible  date,  the 
Corporation  believes  that  the 
Commission  should  not  approve  this 
rule  proposal  or  similar  rule  proposals 
unless  the  Commission  has  satisfactory 
assurances  that  Clearing  Interfaces  and 
Comparison  Interfaces  between  all 
registered  clearing  agencies  offering 
comparison  or  clearing  services  for 
transactions  in  those  securities  will 
become  operational  concurrently  with 
the  initiation  of  clearing  operations 
under  the  rule  proposals. 

Basis  Under  the  Act  for  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  proposed  Rule  would  simplify  the 
clearance  and  settlement  process  for  the 
Corporation's  participants  and  would 
provide  an  efficient  and  inexpensive 
means  for  settling  transactions  in 
municipal  and  government  securities, 
particularly  when  they  are  traded  on  a 
when-issued  basis  or  when  a  Designated 
Security  is  subject  to  a  high  volume  of 
trading  and  fails.  Consequently,  the 
proposed  Rule  contributes  to  the 
removal  of  impediments  to,  and  the 
perfection  of,  a  national  system  for  the 
prompt  and  accurate  clearance  and 
settlement  of  transactions. 

By  contemplating  the  establishment  of 
clearing  level  interfaces  with  other 
registered  clearing  agencies  providing 
clearing  services  for  municipal  and 
government  securities,  the  proposed 
Rule  would  promote  the  linking  of  all 


clearance  and  settlement  facilities  and 
secure  the  efflciencies  and  safety 
afforded  by  new  data  processing  and 
communication  techniques  and  would 
thereby  reduce  unnecessary  costs  and 
increase  the  protection  of  investors  and 
persons  facilitating  transactions  by  and 
acting  on  behalf  of  investors. 

Comments  Received  Fnnn  Members, 
Participants,  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

No  formal  comments  were  solicited  or 
received  from  participants  or  others 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  Rule.  The 
Corporation  has,  however,  received  a 
number  of  written  and  oral  requests  to 
establish  a  netting  system  for 
transactions  in  municipal  securities  and 
to  interface  the  system  with  any  other 
registered  clearing  agencies  which 
propose  to  offer  a  similar  service. 

Copies  of  letters  to  this  effect  have  been 
placed  in  the  Commission’s  public  ffle 
relating  to  this  Rule. 

Burden  on  Competition 

The  Corporation  does  not  believe  that 
the  proposed  Rule  would  impose  any 
burden  on  competition  among  broker- 
dealers  or  registered  clearing  agencies. 
Rather,  the  Corporation  believes  that  the 
implementation  of  TCRS  and  BOS, 
together  with  the  establishment  of 
appropriate  interfaces  between  the 
Corporation  and  other  registered 
clearing  agencies  offering  comparable 
services  for  municipal  and  government 
securities,  would  provide  broker-dealers 
with  a  meaningful  choice  of  clearing 
facilities  and,  at  the  same  time,  would 
foster  competition  among  registered 
clearing  agencies  in  the  clearance  and 
settlement  of  transactions  in  these 
securities. 

On  or  before  April  25, 1980,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Conunission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
Tor  so  Bnding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  such  filings  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 


the  principal  ofHce  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  ffle 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April 
11, 1980. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8656  Filed  S-20-80;  8:45  an) 

BILUNO  CODE  8010-01-M 


[Release  No.  34-16655;  Arndt  File  No.  SR- 
BSPS-77-5;  No.  1] 

Bradford  Securities  Processing 
Services,  inc.;  Seif-Reguiatory 
Organizations;  Proposed  Ruie  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  25, 1980, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory  ‘ 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  an 
amendment  to  a  proposed  rule  change 
as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule 

Bradford  Securities  Processing 
Services,  Inc.  (the  “Corporation”) 
proposes  to  amend  proposed  Rule  SR- 
BSPS-77-5,  relating  to  its  Trade 
Comparison  and  Reporting  Service,  by 
restating  the  text  as  follows: 

Trade  Comparison  and  Reporting 
Service  Rule 

(1)  As  used  in  this  Rule  and  in  the 
Balance  Order  Service  Rule  the 
following  terms  shall  have  the  following 
meanings: 

(a)  The  “Corporation”  shall  mean 
Bradford  Securities  Processing  Services, 
Inc.; 

(b)  “Participant”  shall  have  the 
meaning  provided  in  the  Corporation’s 
rule  defining  such  term  (SR-BSPS-79-2); 

(c)  A  “Designated  Security”  shall 
mean  securities  which  are  direct 
obligations  of,  or  obligations  guaranteed 
as  to  principal  or  interest  by.  the  United 
States;  such  securities  issued  or 
guaranteed  by  corporations  in  which  the 
United  Stated  has  a  direct  or  indirect 
interest  as  shall  be  designated  for 
exemption  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  as  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  or  for  the  protection 
of  investors  and  municipal  securities,  as 
defined  in  §  3(a)(29)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  and  which  appear 
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in  the  Corporation's  Book  of  Designated 
Securities. 

(d)  “BOS”  shall  mean  the 
Corporation’s  Balance  Order  Service: 

(e)  "BOS  Eligible  Transaction”  shall 
mean  a  transaction  in  a  Designated 
Security  between  two  Participants  or 
between  a  Participant  and  a  participant 
in  a  registered  clearing  agency  which 
has  established  a  Clearing  Interface 
with  the  Corporation: 

(f)  “Comparison  Interface”  shall  mean 
an  interface  with  another  registered 
clearing  agency  which  shall  be  the 
means  whereby  the  Corporation  and  the 
other  clearing  agency  will  exchange  the 
information  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
compare  a  transaction  in  a  Designated 
Security  between  a  Participant  and  a 
participant  in  the  other  clearing  agency: 

(g)  “Clearing  Interface”  shall  mean  an 
interface  with  another  registered 
clearing  agency  which  shall  be  the 
means  whereby  the  Corporation  and  the 
other  clearing  agency  will  exchange  the 
information  necessary  to  enable  each  of 
them  to  clear  a  compared  transaction  in 
a  Designated  Security  between  a 
Participant  and  a  participant  in  the  other 
registered  clearing  agency:  and 

(h)  “Local  Time”  shall  mean  the  time 
in  effect  at  the  office  of  the  Corporation 
to  which  a  Participant  submits 
information  or  at  which  a  Participant 
receives  information  or  makes 
settlements. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  Rule,  “Business 
Day”  shall  mean  any  day  on  which  the 
New  York  Stock  Exchange  is  open  for 
trading. 

(3)  The  Corporation  shall  offer  its 
Participants  a  Trade  Comparison  and 
Reporting  Service  (“TCRS”),  in 
accordance  with  this  Rule,  for 
transactions  in  all  Designated  Securities 
effected  by  or  for  that  Participant.  Each 
Participant  may,  to  the  extent  it  so 
desires,  use  TCRS  by  submitting  data,  as 
provided  for  herein,  for  transactions  in 
any  Designated  Security  effected  by  or 
for  the  participant,  including 
transactions  effected  on  an  “as  of  or 
delayed  delivery  basis,  and  by  so  doing 
agrees  to  be  bound  by  this  Rule  for  the 
transaction  as  to  which  information  is 
submitted  to  TCRS  and  to  pay  the  fees 
therefor  as  set  forth  in  Section  VI  to  the 
Corporation’s  Fee  Schedule. 

(4)  For  each  transaction  utilizing 
TCRS  or  utilizing  both  TCRS  and  BOS,  a 
Participant  shall  submit,  individually  by 
trade,  the  information  speciBed  by  the 
Corporation  in  the  form  or  format 
speciBed  therefor,  which  form  or  format 
shall  include  the  indentiBcation  of  the 
participant,  the  subject  Designated 
Security,  the  contra  side,  the  quantity, 
the  unit  price,  the  aggregate  price,  the 
trade  date,  the  settlement  date,  and,  if 


the  transaction  is  a  BOS  Eligible 
Transaction  and  the  Participant  wishes 
to  utilize  BOS,  an  instruction  for  the 
transaction  to  be  submitted  to  BOS  (the 
‘Transaction  Information”).  When  the 
contra  side  to  a  transaction  is  a 
Participant  which  has  submitted  the 
transaction  to  TCRS  or  is  a  participant 
in  another  registered  clearing  agency 
with  a  Comparison  Interface  and  has 
submitted  the  transaction  to  that  other 
registered  clearing  agency  the 
Corporation  shall  offer  the  TCRS  to  its 
Participant  as  set  forth  herein. 

(5)  A  Participant  shall  submit  the 
Transaction  Information  for  any 
transaction  for  which  the  Participant 
utilizes  TCRS  or  BOS,  or  both  TCRS  and 
BOS,  to  the  Corporation  by  12:00  noon 
Local  Time  of  the  Brst  Business  Day 
after  a  transaction  at  any  ofBce  of  the 
Corporation  which  the  Participant 
wishes  to  use. 

(6)  By  12:00  noon  Local  Time  on  the 
Business  Day  following  the  Business 
Day  on  which  a  Participant  has 
submitted  Transaction  Information  to 
the  Corporation,  the  Corporation  shall 
make  available  to  the  Participant  a 
report  (the  “Initial  Report”)  setting  forth: 

(a)  The  terms  of  each  transaction 
submitted  by  the  Participant  which 
compares,  including  interest 
accumulated  throu^  the  settlement  date 
for  the  transaction;  (b)  the  terms  of  each 
transaction  (i)  reported  by  the 
Participant  and  not  reported  by  the 
contra  side  (“Uncompared 
Transaction”);  or  (ii)  reported  by  the 
contra  side  and  not  reported  by  the 
Participant  (“Advisory  Transaction”). 

By  12:00  noon  Local  Time  on  the 
Business  Day  following  the  Business 
Day  on  which  the  Initial  Report  is  made 
available  to  a  Participant,  the 
Participant  shall  submit  to  the 
Corporation,  in  such  form  or  format  as 
the  Corporation  shall  specify,  the 
Uncompared  and  Advisory  Transactions 
which  the  Participant  has  resolved  with 
the  contra  side  (the  “Corrected 
Transaction  Information”).  By  12:00 
noon  Local  Time  on  the  Second  Business 
Day  following  the  Business  Day  on 
which  the  Initial  Report  is  made 
available  to  a  Participant,  the 
Corporation  shall  make  available  to  the 
Participant  a  report  setting  forth 
Uncompared  and  Advisory  Transactions 
contained  in  the  Initial  Report  which 
have  been  compared  by  reason  of  the 
Corrected  Transaction  Information  and 
Uncompared  Transactions  and  Advisory 
Transactions  which  remain  uncompared 
(the  “Final  Report”),  together  with 
receive  or  deliver  tickets  for  all 
transactions  compared  on  either  the 
Initial  or  Final  Report  and  not  submitted 


to  BOS.  The  Initial  and  Final  Reports 
shall  be  made  available  to  the 
Participant  at  the  ofBce  of  the 
Corporation  to  which  the  Participant 
submitted  its  Transactions  Information. 

(7)(a)  Participants  may  delete 
transactions  submitted  to  TCRS  if  both 
parties  to  the  transaction  submit 
deletion  instructions,  in  the  form  or 
format  speciBed  by  the  Corporation,  by 
12:00  noon  Local  Time  on  the  Business 
Day  by  which  Corrected  Transaction 
Information  must  be  submitted. 

(b)  Transaction  Information  not 
submitted  to  the  TCRS  by  the  time 
speciBed  in  paragraph  (5)  of  this  Rule 
may  be  submitted,  for  a  comparison 
cycle  already  in  progress,  by  12:00  noon 
Local  Time  on  the  Business  Day  on 
which  Corrected  Transaction 
Information  for  that  cycle  must  be 
submitted,  and  will  be  included  in  the 
Final  Report  for  that  cycle. 

(c)  Transactions  which  remain 
Uncompared  Transactions  and  Advisory 
Transactions  in  the  Final  Report  will  not 
be  submitted  to  BOS.  even  though  they 
may  otherwise  be  BOS  Eligible 
Transactions,  and  will  not  appear  in  the 
Initial  or  Final  Reports  of  subsequent 
comparison  cycles  unless  resubmitted 
pursuant  to  this  Rule. 

Fee  Schedule 

VI.  Trade  Comparison  and  Reporting 
Service 

The  maximum  fees  for  this  service 
shall  be: 

(a)  Basic  TCRS  Fee — ^Monthly  charge 
for  any  month  in  which  a  Participant 
utilizes  TCRS— $40.00  per  month. 

(b)  Box  /Zen/o/— Monthly  charge  for 
rental  of  a  box,  where  the  participant 
may  pick  up  his  output — $5.00. 

(c)  Comparison  With  Participants  Or 
Through  A  Comparison  Interface — ^Any 
fees  charged  by  the  other  registered 
clearing  agency  for  the  Comparison 
Interface  with  respect  to  the  item,  plus 
the  following:  (i)  Fee  for  all  transactions 
(regular,  as/of,  withholds,  stamped 
advisories — buy  or  sell) — $0.25  per 
transaction;  and  (ii)  Fee  for  receive  or 
deliver  tickets — ^.12  per  ticket. 

(d)  Non  Machine  Readable  Input — 
Charge  for  Key  Entry  (regular,  as/of, 
withholds — buy  or  sell)-^.10  per  item. 

(e)  Machine  Readable  Input — ^No 
charge. 

(f)  Machine  Readable  Output 
(Tape} — ^Tape  supplied  by  Participant 
$0.0050  per  item,  with  a  maximum 
charge  of  $200.00  per  month. 

(g)  Machine  Readable  Output 
(Cards} — $0.0150  per  item,  with  a 
maximum  charge  of  $600.00  per  month. 
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(h)  Stationery— Forma  usage  charged 
back  to  the  participant  at  100  percent 
(100%)  of  cost. 

(i)  Additional  Expense — Any 
additional  expenses  such  as  printing, 
forms,  conununications,  etc.,  will  be 
charged  to  the  Participant  at  100  percent 
(100%)  of  cost 

(j)  Master  Book  of  Designated 
Securities — ^First  copy  is  free;  additional 
copies  are  billed  at  100  per  cent  (100%) 
of  cost. 

(k)  Research  Charge — $5.00  per 
request 

Procedures  of  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

The  Chief  Executive  of  the 
Corporation  authorized  the  Corporation 
to  establish  and  offer  a  Trade 
Comparison  and  Reporting  Service  and 
authorized  the  filing  of  SR-BSPS-77-5 
and  of  this  amendment  to  SR-BSPS-77-S. 

Purposes  of  Proposed  Rule  Change  and 
Amendment 

The  purpose  of  SR-BSPS-77-5  is  to 
enable  the  Corporation  to  offer  to  its 
participants  a  Trade  Comparison  and 
Reporting  Service  (“TCRS”);  the 
purposes  of  this  amendment  are  to  limit 
the  transactions  which  may  be 
submitted  to  TCRS  to  transactions  in 
municipal  and  government  securities,  to 
provide  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Comparison  Interface  with  any 
registered  clearing  agency  offering  a 
comparison  service  in  those  securities, 
to  permit  transactions  compared  through 
TCRS  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Corporation’s  Balance  Order  Service 
("BOS”)  for  clearance  and  to  respond 
further  to  comments  made  by  the 
Commission's  staff. 

At  present  no  clearing  agency  offers 
its  participants  a  full  trade  comparison 
and  reporting  service  for  municipal  and 
government  securities.  TCRS  will 
provide  a  comprehensive  comparison 
and  reporting  service  for  the  full  range 
of  municipal  and  government  securities 
any  time  outstanding  or  trading  on  a 
"when-issued"  basis  and,  at  the  seune 
time,  will  enable  Participants  to 
compare  transactions  in  those  securities 
with  other  Participants  and,  to  the 
extent  comparison  interfaces  are 
established  with  other  registered 
clearing  agencies,  with  participants  in 
those  clearing  agencies. 

Basis  under  the  Act  for  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

By  providing  participants  a  non¬ 
exclusive  means  through  which  they  can 
compare  transactions  in  municipal  and 
government  securities  and  thereby 
promptly  reach  agreement  as  to  the 
exact  terms  of  such  transactions  and 


expeditiously  effect  the  consummation 
thereof,  the  proposed  rule  change  relates 
to  prompt  and  accurate  clearance  and 
settlement  of  securities  transactions, 
fostering  cooperation  and  coordination 
with  persons  engaged  in  the  clearance 
and  settlement  of  securities  transactions 
and  removal  of  impediments  to  and 
perfection  of  the  mechanisms  of  a 
national  System  for  the  prompt  and 
accurate  clearance  and  settlement  of 
securities.  The  Corporation  believes  that 
the  approval  of  TCRS  concurrently  with 
the  establishment  of  comparison 
interfaces  with  all  other  registered 
clearing  agencies  offering  comparison 
services  for  transactions  in  municipal 
and  government  seciuities,  will  facilitate 
the  establishment  of  a  national  system 
for  the  clearance  and  settlement  of  those 
securities. 

Comments  Received  From  Members, 
Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  the  course  of  conversations  with  its 
Participants,  the  Corporation  was 
advised  of  the  need  for  a  trade 
comparison  and  reporting  service  for 
transactions  in  municipal  and 
government  securities.  Besides 
correspondence  with  the  Commission's 
staff,  the  publication  of  SR-BSPS-77-5  by 
the  Commission  in  the  Federal  Register, 
and  communications  fi^m  the 
Corporation  in  which  Participants  were 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  to 
the  Commission,  no  written  comments 
were  solicited  or  received  from 
Participants  or  others  on  the  proposed 
rule  change. 

Burden  on  Competition 

TCRS  is  non-exclusive.  A  Participant 
is  not  compelled  to  use  TCRS  for  any  of 
its  transactions,  but  may  use  it  if  the 
cost  of  doing  so  compares  favorably 
with  the  cost  of  other  comparison 
services  or  alternative  methods  of 
comparison.  In  addition,  TCRS  is 
available  for  transactions,  both  between 
Participants  and  between  Participants 
and  participants  in  other  registered 
clearing  agencies  which  have 
established  a  Comparison  Interface  with 
the  Corporation.  The  Corporation  is 
prepared  to  establish  Comparison 
Interfaces  with  any  registered  clearing 
agency  providing  a  trade  comparison 
service  for  municipal  and  government 
securities. 

The  Corporation  believes  that  the 
availability  of  TCRS  will  increase 
competition  among  entities  trading  in 
municipal  and  government  securities  by 
making  an  efficient,  low-cost 
comparison  capability  available  to  large 
numbers  of  brokers,  dealers  and  others 
located  both  within  and  outside  major 


*  financial  centers.  The  Corporation 
believes  that  if  Comparison  Interfaces 
with  other  registered  clearing  agencies 
are  established  concurrently  with  the 
Commission's  approval  of  TCRS  and, 
like  the  Corporation,  the  other  registered 
clearing  agencies  offer  their  services  on 
a  non-exclusive  basis,  implementation 
of  TCRS  will  enhance  competition 
among  registered  clearing  agencies  in 
the  provision  of  comparison  services  for 
transactions  in  municipal  and 
government  securities. 

On  or  before  April  25. 1960,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  such  filings  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April 
11, 1980. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8657  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Release  No.  34-16665;  FHe  No.  SR-MSE- 
80-2] 

Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Self- 
Regulatory  Organization:  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  March  5, 1980,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  the  following 
proposed  rule  change: 
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Exchange’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Prcqwsed  Rule  Change 

Article  I.  Rules  11. 14, 15,  and  16; 
Article  II.  Rule  11;  Article  III,  Rule  11; 
Article  IV,  Rules  1  and  9;  Article  V.  Rule 
2;  Article  VI,  Rules  1, 2,  and  9;  Article 
vn.  Rules  1, 2,  and  4;  Article  XI,  Rules  3 
and  9;  Article  XII,  Rules  1,  2.  3, 4. 5,  and 
7;  Article  XIV.  Rules  10. 11,  and  13; 
Article  XVII,  Rule  2;  Article  XXVIII, 
Rules  2, 3.  and  4;  Article  XXX,  Rules  1, 4, 
7,  and  8;  and.  Article  XXXI,  Rules  12  and 
15  are  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

All  of  the  amendments  merely 
substitute  the  word  ‘Chairman’  for 
‘F*resident’  except  two.  Article  IV,  Rule  1 
provides  that  the  Vice  Chairman,  rather 
than  the  Chairman  shall  appoint 
committees  and  designate  dieir 
Chairmen.  Article  XI.  Rule  9  provides 
that,  in  the  event  that  a  member 
organization  is  unable  to  maintain 
operational  capacity  forcing  the  MSE 
Chairman  to  take  action  to  correct  the 
situation,  the  action  must  be  reported  to 
the  Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board. 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  Basis  and 
Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the 
foregoing  proposed  rule  change  is  as 
follows: 

These  amendments  recognize  the 
need  for  continuity  of  executive 
leadership  to  guide  the  Exchange  as  it 
moves  into  the  national  market  system 
environment.  It  has  become  increasingly 
apparent  in  the  last  few  years  that  the 
demands  of  administrating  the 
Exchange,  negotiating  with  regulatory 
bodies  and  providing  testimony  to  the 
SEC  and  Congressional  Committees,  as 
well  as  leading  the  Exchange’s 
transition  to  national  market  system 
trading  require  the  continuity  of  a  full¬ 
time  Chairman.  In  addition,  the 
operation  of  a  clearing  corporation,  a 
depository  and  increasing  complexity  in 
data  processing  in  all  areas  of  the 
Exchange’s  operations  require  full-time 
efforts  in  leadership  and  communication 
with  the  membership.  Similar 
conclusions  have  been  reached  by  the 
other  national  exchanges  which  have 
responded  by  adopting  structures 
similar  to  that  proposed  for  the 
Exchange. 

These  rule  amendments  are  consistent 
with  Section  6(b)(1)  of  the  Act  since  they 
relate  to  the  organization  of  the 
Exchange  and  the  capacity  of  the 
Exchange  to  be  able  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  as  amended. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received  from  members  or  others  on 
the  proposed  rule  changes.  The  Midwest 
Stock  Exchange.  Incorporated  does  not 


believe  that  the  proposed  amendments 
impose  any  bimlen  on  competition. 

On  or  before  April  25. 1960,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding,  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents  the  Conunission 
will: 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  6  copies  thereof 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission. 
Secmities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
filing  with  respect  to  the  foregoing  and 
of  all  written  submissions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  such 
filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  April 
11. 1980. 

For  the  Conrmission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  17, 1960. 

|FR  Doc.  80-8650  FUed  3-20-80;  S:4S  am) 
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[Released  Na  34-16657;  File  No.  SR-MSE- 
80-1] 

Midwest  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Self- 
Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l)  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  25, 1980, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  proposed 
rule  change  as  follows: 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  Terms  of 
Substance 

The  interpretaticMi  which  is  the  subject 
matter  of  this  filing  informs  the 
membership  and  other  interested  parties 
about  how  the  Committee  on  Specialist 


Assignment  and  Evaluation  will  make 
assignments  and  re-assignments  of 
issues  to  specialists,  co-specialists,  relief 
specialists,  and  odd-lot  dealers.  The 
interpretation  describes  the  events 
which  may  lead  to  assignment 
proceedings,  assignment  procedures, 
and  guidelines  for  assignment  of  issues 
to  co-specialists. 

Exchange’s  Statement  of  Basb  and 
Purpose 

The  basis  under  the  act  for  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  Section  6(b)(5) 
since  it  is  believed  such  rule  change  will 
work  toward  a  more  competitive 
national  market  system  in  the  public 
interest  enabling  the  Exchange  to 
process  assignments  and  re-assignments 
of  issues  to  specialists,  co-specialists, 
relief  specialists,  and  odd-lot  dealers  in 
an  efficient  manner. 

The  Midwest  Stock  Exchange, 
Incorporated  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  will  impose  any 
burden  on  competition. 

The  Midwest  Stock  Exchange, 
Incorporated  does  not  consent  to  any 
extension  of  the  time  periods  applicable 
under  the  Act. 

The  Midwest  Stock  Exchange  has 
neither  solicited  nor  received  any 
comments. 

At  any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the 
date  of  filing  of  these  proposed  rule 
changes,  the  Commission  summarily 
may  abrogate  the  change  if  it  appears  to 
the  Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  covering  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  offices  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
April  11, 1980. 
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For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1980. 

|FR  Doc  80-8652  Filed  3-20-80;  ft45  am) 
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[Release  34-16659;  File  No.  SR-NASD-77-8) 

National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.;  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations;  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
No.  94-29, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  July  7, 1977* ,  the 
above  mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  (the 
"Commission”)  a  proposed  rule  change 
relating  to  the  matters  set  forth  below 
and  on  March  14, 1980,  filed  an  amended 
notice  of  proposed  rule  change  as 
follows: 

NASD’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Text  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  following  is  the  full  text  of  the 
proposed  rule  change.  Article  III,  Section 
35  of  the  Rules  of  Fair  Practice  of  the 
National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.  (the  “NASD”  or 
“Association”).  The  proposed  rule 
change  is  sometimes  referred  to 
hereinafter  as  “Section  35”.  Section  35 
authorizes  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Association  to  adopt  certain  rules  as 
described  below;  each  of  those  rules  will 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  and  be 
subject  to  public  notice.  The  text  of 
Section  35  is  as  follows: 

Article  III,  Section  35 

(a)  A  member  or  a  person  associated 
with  a  member  shall  not  underwrite  or 
participate  in  any  way  in  the 
distribution  to  the  public  of  units  of  a 
direct  participation  program,  or  sponsor 
a  direct  participation  program,  the 
provisions  of  which  are  inconsistent 
with  rules,  regulations  and  procedures 
prescribing  standards  of  fairness  and 
reasonableness  in  respect  thereto 
adopted  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
pursuant  to  the  authorization  granted  in 
subsection  (b)  hereof, 

(b)  The  Board  of  Governors  is 
authorized,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
fraudulent  and  manipulative  acts  and 
practices,  promoting  just  and  equitable 
principles  of  trade,  providing  safeguards 


'  Notice  of  filing  of  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
orginally  published  on  July  21. 1977.  (42  FR  37461.) 


against  unreasonable  profits  or 
unreasonable  rates  of  commissions  or 
other  charges,  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  public  interest,  to 
adopt  rules,  regulations  and  procedures 
prescribing  standards  of  fairness  and 
reasonableness  for  direct  participation 
programs  relating  to: 

(1)  The  underwriting  or  other  terms 
and  conditions  concerning,  directly  or 
indirectly,  the  distribution  of  units  of 
such  programs  to  the  public,  including, 
but  not  limited  to,  all  elements  of 
compensation  in  connection  therewith, 
among  other  factors; 

(2)  The  terms  and  conditions 
concerning  the  operations,  structure  and 
management  of  such  programs  in  which 
a  member  or  an  affiliate  of  a  member  is 
a  sponsor  including,  but  not  limited  to: 

a.  The  rights  of  participants  in  such 
programs; 

b.  Conflicts  or  potential  conflicts  of 
interest  of  sponsors  thereof,  or  others; 

c.  The  Bnancial  condition  of  sponsors 
of  such  programs; 

d.  All  elements  of  sponsor's 
compensation  including  but  not  limited 
to,  working  interests,  net  proht  interests, 
promotional  interests,  program 
management  fees,  overriding  royalty 
interests,  sharing  arrangements, 
interests  in  program  revenues,  and 
overriding  interests  of  all  other  kinds, 
general  and  administrative  expenses 
and  organization  and  offering  expenses; 

e.  The  minimum  unit  value  which  may 
be  offered  and  the  minimum 
subscription  amount  per  investor, 

f.  The  retention  and/or  exchange  of 
units  of -the  program  held  by 
participants; 

g.  The  assessments,  mandatory, 
optional  or  otherwise,  to  be  made  on 
participants  in  a  program  in  addition  to 
the  unit  price; 

h.  The  reinvestment  of  revenues 
derived  from  the  operation  of  the 
program; 

i.  The  duty  of  the  program  to  render 
operational  and  financial  reports  to 
participants; 

j.  The  liquidation  of  units  in  a 
program;  and 

k.  Any  other  terms,  conditions  or 
arrangements  relating  to  the  operation 
of  the  program  which  the  Board  of 
Governors  determines  are  required  for 
the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
public  interest; 

(3)  The  standards  of  suitability  for 
investment  in  such  programs  by 
investors; 

(4)  The  content  and  filing  with  the 
Association  of  advertising  and  sales 
literature  to  be  used  in  connection  with 
the  distribution  of  direct  participation 
programs;  and 


(5)  The  definitions  of  words  commonly 
used  in  connection  with  such  programs 
including  words  used  in  this  section 
unless  they  are  otherwise  defined 
herein. 

(c)  The  rules,  regulations  and 
procedures  authorized  by  subsection  (b) 
hereof  shall  be  incorporated  into 
Appendix  F  to  be  attached  to  and  made 
a  part  of  these  Rules  of  Fair  Practice. 

The  Board  of  Governors  shall  have  the 
power  to  adopt,  alter,  amend, 
supplement  or  modify  the  provisions  of 
Appendix  F  from  time  to  time  without 
recourse  to  the  membership  for 
approval,  as  would  otherwise  be 
required  by  Article  VII  of  the  By-Laws, 
and  Appendix  F  shall  become  effective 
as  the  Board  of  Governors  may 
prescribe  unless  disapproved  by  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section, 
the  following  terms  shall  have  the  stated 
meanings: 

(1)  AFFILIATE — when  used  with 
respect  to  a  member  or  sponsor,  shall 
mean  any  person  which  controls,  is 
controlled  by,  or  is  under  common 
control  with,  such  member  or  sponsor, 
and  includes: 

a.  Any  partner,  officer  or  director  (or 
person  performing  similar  functions)  of 
(a)  such  member  or  sponsor  or  (b)  a 
person  which  beneficially  owns  50 
percent  or  more  of  the  equity  interest  in, 
or  has  the  power  to  vote  50  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  interest  in,  such 
member  or  sponsor. 

b.  Any  person  which  beneficially 
owns  or  has  the  right  to  acquire  10 
percent  or  more  of  the  equity  interest  in 
or  has  the  power  to  vote  10  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  interest  in  (a)  such 
member  or  sponsor,  or  (b)  a  person 
which  beneficially  owns  50  percent  or 
more  of  the  equity  interest  in,  or  has  the 
power  to  vote  50  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  interest  in,  such  member  or 
sponsor. 

c.  Any  person  with  respect  to  which 
such  member  or  sponsor,  the  persons 
specifled  in  subparagraph  a.  or  b.,  and 
the  immediate  families  of  partners, 
officers  or  directors  (or  persons 
performing  similar  functions)  specified 
in  subparagraph  a.,  or  other  persons 
specihed  in  subparagraph  b.,  in  the 
aggregate  beneficially  own  or  have  the 
right  to  acquire  10  percent  or  more  of  the 
equity  interest  or  have  the  power  to  vote 
10  percent  or  more  of  the  voting  interest 

d.  Any  person  an  officer  of  which  is 
also  a  person  specified  in  subparagraph 
a.  or  b.  and  any  person  a  majority  of  ^e 
board  of  directors  of  which  is  comprised 
of  persons  specified  in  subparagraph  a. 
or  b.;  or 
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e.  Any  person  controlled  by  a  person 
or  persons  speciHed  in  subparagraphs 
a.,  b.,  c.  or  d. 

(2)  DIRECT  PARTICIPATION 
PROGRAM  (PROGRAM) — a  program 
which  provides  for  flow-through  tax 
consequences  regardless  of  the  structure 
of  the  legal  entity  or  vehicle  for 
distribution  including,  but  not  limited  ta 
oil  and  gas  programs,  real  estate 
programs,  agricultural  programs,  cattle 
programs,  condominium  securities. 
Subchapter  S  corporate  offerings  and  al) 
other  programs  of  a  similar  nature, 
regardless  of  the  industry  represented 
by  the  program,  or  any  combination 
thereof.  A  program  may  be  composed  of 
one  or  more  legal  entities  or  programs 
but  when  used  herein  and  in  any  rules 
or  regulations  adopted  pursuant  hereto 
the  term  shall  mean  each  of  the  separate 
entities  or  programs  making  up  the 
overall  program  and/or  the  overall 
program  itself.  Excluded  horn  this 
definition  are  real  estate  investment 
trusts,  tax  qualifled  pension  and  profit 
sharing  plans  pursuant  to  Sections  401 
and  403(a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Gode 
and  individual  retirement  plans  under 
Section  408  of  that  Code,  tax  sheltered 
annuities  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  403(b)  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  and  any  company,  including 
separate  accounts,  registered  pursuant 
to  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940. 

(3)  EQUITY  INTEREST— when  used 
with  respect  to  a  corporation,  means 
common  stode  and  any  security 
convertible  into,  exchangeable  or  ' 
exercisable  for  common  stock,  and. 
when  used  with  respect  to  a  partnership, 
means  an  interest  in  the  capital  or 
proflts  or  losses  of  the  partnership. 

(4)  SPONSOR — a  person  who  directly 
or  indirectly  provides  management 
services  for  a  direct  participation 
program  whether  as  general  partner, 
pursuant  to  contract  or  otherise. 

NASD’s  Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the 
foregoing  proposed  rule  change  are  as 
follows; 

Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  establish  a  system  of 
regulation  in  connection  with  the 
distribution  of  direct  participation 
programs  by  members  of  the 
Association  and  the  sponsorship  of  such 
programs  by  members  of  their  affiliates. 
Subsection  (a)  of  proposed  Section  35 
would  prohibit  a  member  or  person 
associated  with  a  member  from 
underwriting,  participating  in  the 
distribution  of,  or  sponsoring  a  direct 
participation  program  which  does  not 
comply  with  rules,  regulations  and 


procedures  prescribing  standards  of 
fairness  and  reasonableness  adopted  by 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Association  (the  “Board”). 

Subsection  (b)  would  give  the  Board 
authority  to  adopt  such  rules, 
regulations  and  procedures.  More 
specifically,  subsection  (b)(2)  would  give 
the  Board  authority  to  adopt  rules, 
regulations  and  procedures  regarding 
such  matters  as  the  management, 
structure  and  operation  of  direct 
participation  programs  in  which  a 
member  or  an  affiliate  of  a  member  is  a 
sponsor.  Subsections  (b)(1),  (3)  and  (4) 
would  give  the  Board  authority  in  such 
areas  as  underwriting  compensation, 
investment  suitability  and  form  and 
content  of  sales  literature  of  programs 
distributed  by  a  member  of  a  person 
associated  with  a  member.  Subsection 
(b)(5)  would  give  the  Board  authority  to 
deflne  words  commonly  used  in 
connection  with  direct  participation 
programs. 

Subsection  (c)  would  give  the  Board 
authority  to  adopt,  alter,  amend, 
supplement  or  modify  the  substantive 
rules,  regulations  and  procedures 
authorized  by  Subsection  (b)  and 
contained  in  Appendix  F  thereto, 
without  recourse  to  the  membership  for 
approval.  While  a  vote  of  the 
membership  would  not  be  necessary  to 
effect  a  change  in  Appendix  F,  any 
substantive  changes  would  be  made 
only  after  being  sent  to  the  membership 
for  comment. 

Subsection  (d)  would  define  the 
following  terms  that  are  used  in  Section 
35:  “Affiliate,”  “direct  participation 
program"  (“program”),  “equify  interest," 
and  “sponsor.” 

More  particularly,  the  purpose  of  the 
proposed  rule  change  is  to  prevent 
abuses  by  members,  persons  associated 
with  members,  and  afflliates  of  members 
in  the  distribution  or  sponsorship  of 
direct  participation  programs. 
Subsections  (b)(1),  (3),  (4)  and  (5)  of 
Section  35  would  apply  to  a  member  or 
person  associated  with  a  member 
participating  in  the  public  distribution  of 
any  direct  participation  program. 
Subsection  (b)(2)  of  Section  35  would 
apply  to  a  member  or  person  associated 
with  a  member  participating  in  the 
public  distribution  of  a  direct 
participation  program  sponsored  by  a 
member  or  an  afflliate  of  a  member. 

Subsection  (b)(2)  would  also  apply  to 
a  member  who  sponsors  a  program  and, 
in  most  instances,  to  an  affiliate  of  a 
member  who  sponsors  a  program. 
Subsection  (b)(2)  would  apply  in  all 
instances  in  which  a  program’s 
securities  are  distributed  by  the  member 
who  is  sponsoring  the  program  or  who  is 
an  affiliate  of  the  sponsor.  Subsection 


(b)(2)  also  would  apply  even  though  the 
member  with  whom  the  sponsor  is 
affiliated  may  not  be  directfy 
participating  in  the  distributioa.  diould 
that  member  have  reason,  e.g.  a  “selling 
purpose”,  to  influence  the  creation  or 
distribution  of  a  program's  securities  in 
a  manner  contrary  to  just  and  equitable 
principles  of  trade,  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  public  interest 
generally. 

The  Association  has  concluded  that 
the  application  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  described  above  is  mandated  by 
the  statutory  requirements  imposed 
upon  the  Association  under  Section 
15A(b)(6)  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”).  This  conclusion 
rests  on  the  Association’s  experience  in 
reviewing  direct  participation  programs 
and  its  understanding  of  practices 
surrounding  direct  participation 
programs. 

The  Association  concluded  that  it  was 
necessary  to  apply  subsection  (b)(2)  to 
members  or  affiliates  sponsoring  but  not 
distributing  programs  because  in  most 
such  cases  there  is  a  close  identity 
interest  between  the  member’s 
securities-related  activity  and  the 
activity  of  the  member  or  its  affiliate  in 
sponsoring  a  program.  Often,  the  same 
personnel  are  engaged  in  both  activities. 
It  is  particularly  important  to  note  the 
existence  of  affiliations  between 
sponsors  and  members.  A  review  a 
significant  sample  of  the  public  direct 
participation  programs  filed  with  the 
Association  during  the  1978  indicates 
that  there  was  such  an  affiliation  in  65.2 
percent  of  the  programs.  It  is  common 
for  a  sponsor  to  employ  one  or  more 
persons  whose  primary,  if  not  exclusive, 
fynction  is  to  “wholesale”  interests  in  a 
series  of  programs.  Given  this  pattern, 
sponsors  soon  become  subject  to  the 
broker/dealer  registration  requirements 
of  the  Act.  Membership  in  the 
Association  often  follows  registration  as 
a  broker/dealer.  Gonversely.  an  existing 
member  may  create  an  affiliate  to 
sponsor  programs  for  distribution  to 
existing  and  future  customers. 

In  those  situations  in  which  an 
affiliation  exists  between  a  sponsor  and 
a  member,  the  affiliation  may  take  a 
variety  of  forms.  At  one  extreme,  the 
member  and  the  sponsor  may  be  the 
same  legal  entity.  In  more  common 
situations,  however,  the  member  is 
controlled  by,  in  control  of,  or  under 
common  control  with  the  sponsor.  This 
was  the  form  of  affiliation  in  virtually  all 
of  the  public  programs  where  any 
affiliation  was  found  in  the  study 
referred  to  above.  In  that  study,  the 
Association  found  that  65.2  percent  of 
all  public  programs  filed  with  the 
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Association  were  afHliated.  Of  those, 
the  member  and  sponsor  had  common 
personnel  in  44.9  percent  of  the  cases. 
This  reflects  the  Association’s 
experience  which  has  been  that  the 
affiliated  member  is  an  integral  part  of 
an  overall  structure  which  includes 
numerours  corporate  or  partnership 
entities. 

Section  15A(b)(6)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  Association  rules  shall  not  be 
designed  to  regulate  “matters  not 
related  to  the  purposes  of  (the  Act).’’ 
The  Association  will  be  mindful  of  this 
provision  in  interpreting  and  applying 
the  proposed  rule  change.  'The 
Association  believes,  however,  that  in 
virtually  all  instances  those  activities 
subject  to  the  proposed  rule  change, 
including  the  sponsorship  of  programs, 
are  within  the  purview  of  the  Act.  The 
sponsoring  of  a  direct  participation 
program  is  itself  a  securities  related 
activity  in  that  the  structuring  and 
management  of  the  program  enterprise 
must  affect  its  value.  Sponsors  are  often 
in  the  continuing  business  of  creating 
and  selling  partnership  interests.  This 
sales  activity,  whether  accomplished  by 
the  sponsor  registered'as  a  broker/ 
dealer,  by  a  wholly-owned  broker/ 
dealer  subsidiary,  or  by  a  broker/dealer 
controlling  the  sponsor,  is  a  related 
activity  subject  to  Association 
jurisdiction  where  a  member  is  involved. 
The  Association  is  of  the  view  that 
subsection  (b)(2]  of  Section  35  should  be 
applied  wherever  a  member  or  an 
affiliate  of  a  member  is  in  a  position  to 
affect  the  activities  related  to  a  program, 
particularly  where  such  member  or 
affiliate  may  have  an  incentive  to 
encourage  sales  of  program  interests. 

'Thus,  if  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
a  member  acts  as  sponsor  of  a  program 
and  is  in  a  position  to  structure  the 
program  to  make  its  interests  readily 
salable  but  to  conceal  conflicts 
disadvantageous  to  investors, 
subsection  (b)(2)  should  apply  even 
though  the  member  is  not  participating 
in  the  distribution.  At  the  other  extreme, 
if  a  member  which  never  sells  direct 
participation  programs  is  controlled  by  a 
holding  company  which  also  controls  a 
real  estate  appraisal  firm,  the  work  of 
that  appraisal  firm  in  appraising 
properties  for  a  real  estate  program 
would  not  normally  be  seen  as  a  related 
matter  subject  to  Association 
jurisdiction. 

The  effect  of  the  above-referenced 
statutory  provision  on  the  applicability 
of  the  terms  “affiliate”  and  “sponsor” 
should  be  noted.  The  Association 
expects  to  interpret  the  term  “affiliate” 
in  such  a  manner  that  the  proposed  rule 
change  will  be  applied  only  to  situations 


in  which  the  involvement  of  members  or 
persons,  associated  with  members  in 
related  activities  is  such  that  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  dictate  such 
application.  The  term  “sponsor”  will  be 
interpreted  to  apply  only  where  a 
member  or  its  affiliate  is  performing 
some  of  the  functions  of  a  general 
partner  or  otherwise  acting  in  a 
managerial  capacity. 

Basis  Under  the  Act  for  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

Section  15A(b)(2)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  an  association  of  brokers  and 
dealers  such  as  the  Association  shall 
not  be  registered  as  a  national  securities 
association  unless  the  Commission 
determines  that  the  association’s  rules 
provide  it  with  the  capacity  to  carry  out 
the  purposes  of  the  Act,  to  enforce 
compliance  with  the  Act  and  the  rules 
and  regulations  thereunder  by  its 
members  and  persons  associated  with 
its  members,  and  to  protect  investors 
and  the  public  interest.  Further,  Section 
15A(b)(6)  of  the  Act  requires  that  the 
rules  of  the  association  be  designed  to 
prevent  fraudulent  and  manipulative 
acts  and  practices,  to  promote  just  and 
equitable  principles  of  trade,  and  in 
general  to  protect  investors  and  the 
public  interest.  In  addition.  Section 
15A(b)(7)  of  the  Act  requires  that  the 
rules  of  the  association  provide  that  its 
members  and  persons  associated  with 
its  members  shall  be  appropriately 
disciplined  for  violation  of  any 
provisions  of  the  Act  or  the  rules  of  the 
association,  by  imposition  of 
appropriate  penalties. 

Section  35  has  been  adopted  by  the 
Association  to  further  the  purposes  of 
the  Act  by  prohibiting  identified  abuses 
in  the  distribution  and  sponsorship  of 
direct  participation  programs.  The 
factual  basis  for  the  Association’s  action 
is  set  forth  above  in  the  discussion  of 
the  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  change. 
The  Association  believes  it  is  important 
to  apply  Section  35  so  as  to  affect  not 
only  the  distribution  of  direct 
participation  programs  by  members  or 
their  associated  persons  but  also  the 
sponsorship  of  such  programs  by 
members  or  their  affiliates. 

The  basis  under  the  Act  for  the 
Association’s  exercise  of  jurisdiction  in 
the  case  of  members’  affiliates  rests 
largely  on  the  finding  that  there  is 
frequently  an  identity  of  interest 
between  a  member  and  its  affiliate 
which  is  sponsoring  a  direct 
participation  program. 

In  some  instances,  the  proposed  rule 
change  could  impose  requirements  on 
Association  members,  unaffiliated  with 
a  program’s  sponsor,  who  distribute 
interests  in  a  program  which  has 


another  member  or  affiliate  as  its 
sponsor.  The  Association  has  concluded 
that  it  is  necessary  to  extend  certain 
responsibilities  to  such  a  member  to 
facilitate  enforcement  by  assuring  that 
there  is  a  further  check  on  potential 
conflicts  of  interest  and  excessive 
compensation.  The  responsibility  on  the 
unaffiliated  member  also  assures  an 
objective  check  on  the  degree  of 
affiliation  between  any  other  member  or 
an  affiliate  and  the  program  sponsor. 

NASD’s  Statement  Concerning 
Comments  Received  From  Members, 
Participants  or  Others  on  the  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Antecedents  to  the  proposed  rule 
change  were  published  by  the 
Association  for  comment  by  members 
and  other  interested  parties  in  1972  and 
1973  and  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
approved  by  a  vote  of  the  Association’s 
members.  A  total  of  177  comments  were 
received  and  filed  with  the  Commission. 
A  detailed  analysis  of  comments 
directed  to  the  Association  was  also 
filed  with  the  Commission.  (5ee  File  No. 
SR-NASD-77-8.  Exhibit  2.)  A  summary 
of  that  analysis  is  presented  here. 

The  Association  first  published  an 
earlier  version  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  for  comments  in  a  Notice  to 
Members  on  May  9, 1972.  'The  comments 
received  may  be  categorized  into  those 
addressing  two  general  policy  questions 
and  those  suggesting  changes  to  specific 
sections. 

Several  of  the  comments  in  the  first 
category  were  addressed  to  the  question 
of  the  delegation  to  the  Association’s 
Board  of  Governors  of  authority  to 
amend,  without  a  vote  of  Association 
members,  the  provisions  of  Appendix  F 
of  the  Association’s  Rules  of  Fair 
Practice.  The  question  was  raised  as  to 
whether  this  practice  was  permissible 
under  Article  VII,  Section  1  of  the  By- 
Laws  of  the  Association,  which  requires 
membership  approval  for  amendments 
to  the  Rules  of  Fair  Practice.  Section  3  of 
Article  VII  of  the  By-Laws  delegates  to 
the  Board  the  power  to  make  and  issue 
interpretations  in  administration  and 
enforcement  of  the  Rules  of  Fair 
Practice.  The  Association  was  of  the 
view  that  since  the  substantive 
provisions  of  the  Appendix  implement 
authority  in  proposed  Section  35  which 
was  to  be  approved  by  the  membership, 
the  Board  held  the  power  under  Article 
VII,  Section  3  to  function  in  the  manner 
indicated  in  proposed  Section  35. 
Subsequent  to  this  first  publication, 
similar  delegations  of  authority  have 
been  approved  by  the  Commission  with 
respect  to  other  Association  rules.  (See, 
e.g.  NASD  Rules  of  Fair  Practice,  Article 
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III,  Sec.  31,  32(b),  33(c)  (NASD  Manual. 
(CCH)  12181,  2182,  2183).) 

The  other  general  policy  issue 
addressed  by  the  comments  related  to 
the  Association's  asserted  attempt  to 
regulate  the  issuers  of  offerings 
distributed  by  members.  The  proposal 
published  in  1972  specified  standards  to 
be  met  by  the  issuers  of  any  direct 
participation  program  distributed  by  an 
Association  member  including  those 
sponsored  by  persons  other  than 
members  or  their  affiliates.  Several 
commentators  questioned  the 
Association’s  jurisdiction  in  seeking  to 
regulate  activities  of  program  sponsors 
which  were  not  afHliated  with 
Association  members. 

In  1973,  the  Commission  invited  public 
comment  on  enumerated  policy 
questions  relating  to  the  Association’s 
authority  to  adopt  rules  affecting 
sponsors  not  affiliated  with  Association 
members.  (See  Sec.  Exch.  Act.  Rel.  No. 
10260  (July  2, 1973).) 

Contemporaneously,  the  Association 
issued  a  revised  version  of  the  proposed 
rule  change  which  left  unchanged  the 
earlier  approach  with  respect  to 
sponsors  unaffiliated  with  Association 
members.  See  Notice  to  Members  73-50 
(July  12, 1973.)  Comments  on  that 
proposal  were  directed  to  the 
Commission. 

As  a  result  of  correspondence 
received  from  the  Commission  in  1974, 
the  Association  revised  the  scope  of 
those  sections  of  the  rule  proposal 
which  would  directly  affect  the 
activities  of  program  sponsors.  As 
revised  and  subsequently  filed  with  the- 
Commission,  those  sections  would  apply 
only  to  programs  “in  which  a  member  or 
an  affiliate  of  a  member  is  a  sponsor.’* 

By  limiting  the  scope  of  those  sections, 
the  Association  was  seeking  to  respond 
to  those  earlier  comments  which 
questioned  the  Association’s  jurisdiction 
over  sponsors  who  are  not  affiliated 
with  members.  The  Association  was 
also  seeking  to  protect  investors  from 
potential  abuses  that  could  be  obscured 
in  the  structure  of  direct  participation 
programs,  and  conflicts  of  interest  that 
may  be  presenCespecially  where  a 
member  distributes  securities  of  a 
program  sponsored  by  its  affiliate. 

The  remaining  comments  received  on 
the  1972  proposal  were  addressed  to  the 
scope  of  the  deHnition  of  “tax  shelter 
program,”  the  applicability  of  other 
proposed  definitions,  and  many  of  the 
speciHc  details  of  the  rule  proposal.  As 
noted  above,  a  detailed  analysis  of 
these  comments  and  actions  taken  by 
the  Association  in  response  thereto  may 
be  found  in  Exhibit  2  filed  with  the 
Commission. 


The  proposed  rule  change  as 
submitted  to  the  Association’s 
membership  for  approval  on  January  21, 
1977  (see  Notice  to  Members  77-3) 
contained  changes,  as  alluded  to  above, 
adopted  in  response  to  earlier  comments 
received.  No  comments  were  solicited  or 
received  in  connection  with  the  1977 
submission  to  the  membership. 

The  proposed  rule  change  was  Hied 
with  the  Commission  on  July  7, 1977. 

The  Commission  published  the  proposal 
for  comment  on  July  21, 1977  (see  42  F.R. 
37461  (1977)).  'The  Commission  received 
one  letter  of  comment,  from  Robert  D. 
Strahota,  an  attorney  in  Washington, 
D.C.  Mr.  Strahota  raised  a  procedural 
question,  suggesting  that  the  Association 
should  republish  Appendix  F  for 
comment.  As  explained  below,  that  has 
now  been  accomplished. 

Mr.  Strahota  also  questioned  the 
Association’s  authority  to  enact 
subsection  (b)(2)  of  Section  35.  He 
assumed  that  the  subsection  would  be 
applied  to  any  sponsor  affiliated  with  an 
Association  member.  As  explained 
above,  the  association  intends  that 
subsection  (b)(2)  not  be  applied  solely 
on  the  basis  of  a  technical  affiliation  but 
rather  on  other  bases  as  dictated  by  the 
Act. 

Subsequent  to  the  Hling  of  the 
proposed  rule  change  with  the 
Commission,  the  Association  solicited 
comments  from  members  on  the 
substantive  regulations,  contained  in 
proposed  Appendix  F  to  Section  35, 
which  the  Association  would  be 
authorized  to  adopt  pursuant  to 
subsection  (b)  of  the  proposed  rule 
change.  (See  Notice  to  Members  78-12 
(March  10, 1978).)  The  comments 
received  in  response  to  that  notice  have 
been  analyzed  and  various  changes  to 
Appendix  F  are  pending.  The 
Association  is  awaiting  Commission 
approval  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
prior  to  adopting  Appendix  F.  Appendix 
F  must  be  Hied  with  the  Commission  for 
approval  before  it  becomes  effective.  To 
the  extent  that  Appendix  F  may  reflect 
the  intended  application  of  authority 
provided  in  the  proposed  rule  change, 
interested  persons  may  wish  to  study 
the  Appendix  in  formulating  comments 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  Copies  of 
Appendix  F  may  be  obtained  from  the 
National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  Inc.,  1735  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

On  or  before  April  25, 1980  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 


organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will; 

(a)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(b)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  Hie  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  Hling  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room 
1100  L  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C 

Copies  of  such  Hling  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organaization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  Hie 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
April  11. 1980. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  17, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8655  Filed  3-20-80;  &4S  an) 
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[Release  No.  34-16660;  File  No.  SR-NASO- 
79-16,  Arndts.  No.  1  and  2] 

National  Association  of  Securities 
Dealers,  inc.;  Self-Regulatory 
Organizations;  Proposed  Rule 
Changes 

Proposed  Rule  Changes  by:  National 
Association  of  Sectirities  Dealers.  Inc., 
relating  to:  Responses  to  the 
Recommendations  of  the  Special  Study 
of  the  Options  Markets  as  Promulgated 
by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  in  Release  No.  34-15575. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  March  6, 1980,  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc. 
(NASD),  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  amendments  to 
proposed  rule  change  SR-NASD-79- 
16*  as  described  in  Items  I.  II  and  III 
below.  The  Commission  is  publishing 
this  notice  to  solicit  comments  on  the 


'  Notice  of  hling  of  the  proposed  rule  change  was 
given  by  publication  of  a  Commission  release 
(Securities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  16460. 
December  31. 1979]  and  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (45  FR  1954,  January  9, 1960). 
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proposed  rule  changes  from  interested 
persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  Terms  of  Substance  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Changes 

The  following  is  a  summary  of  the  rule 
changes  proposed  by  the  NASD.  The 
text  of  the  proposed  rule  changes  is 
attached  as  Exhibit  A  to  this  notice, 
with  brackets  used  to  indicate  words  to 
be  deleted  and  italics  used  for  words  to 
be  added. 

Article  III,  Section  33,  Appendix  E 

Section  16.  This  section  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  to  require  customer  account 
statements  to  disclose  any  special 
account  charges  that  are  not  itemized 
and  disclosed  on  conHimations.  The 
proposed  revision  would  also  require 
disclosure  on  margin  account  statements 
sent  to  options  customers  of  the  mark- 
to-market  and  market  value  of  each 
security  position  in  the  account,  the 
outstanding  balance  in  the  account  and 
account  equity.  Under  the  proposed  rule, 
these  statements  must  also  contain  a 
legend  indicating  that  further 
information  concerning  options 
commissions  and  similar  execution 
charges  will  be  provided  on  request.  A 
description  of  how  to  calculate  margin 
account  equity  is  also  provided. 

Section  17.  This  Section  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  to  require  customer  account 
records  to  reflect  whether  the  account 
has  been  approved  for  discretionary 
orders. 

Section  18.  This  Section  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  to  require  that  copies  of 
options-related  complaints  be 
maintained  at  the  branch  oflice  which  is 
the  subject  of  such  complaints. 

Section  19.  This  Section  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  to  require  that  all 
discretionary  options  accounts  be 
approved  in  writing  by  a  Registered 
Options  Principal. 

Section  21.  This  Section  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  to  require  members  to 
develop  and  implement  a  written 
headquarters  account  review  program 
under  the  direct  supervision  of  the 
Senior  Registered  Options  Principal. 

This  Section  also  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  require  each  member  Arm  to 
maintain,  at  the  principal  supervisory 
office  having  jurisdiction  over  the  offlce 
servicing  the  customer’s  account, 
sufficient  information  to  permit  a  timely 
review  of  each  customer’s  options 
account  to  determine  that  options 
transactions  are  compatible  with 
customer  objectives  and  the  terms  of  the 
account’s  approval,  the  size  and 
frequency  of  options  transactions, 
commission  activity  in  the  account, 
proflt  or  loss  in  the  account,  undue 


concentration  in  any  options  class  or 
classes,  and  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  Regulation  T  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Board. 

Article  I,  Section  2(d),  Schedule  C 
VIII.  Disciplinary  Actions 

This  Section  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  to  require  members  to  report 
any  disciplinary  actions  taken  against 
them  or  their  associated  persons  to  the 
-  Association. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  Purpose  and  Statutory 
Basis  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

In  its  flling  with  the  Commission,  the 
NASD  included  the  following  statements 
concerning  the  purpose  and  basis  of  the 
proposed  rule  changes  and  discussed 
comments  it  received  on  the  proposed 
rule  changes.  Such  statements  are 
reproduced  in  Sections  (A),  (B)  and  (C) 
below. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  Purpose  of  and  Statutory 
Basis  for  Proposed  Rule  Changes.  The 
purpose  of  tlds  amendment  is  to  propose 
additional  rule  changes  in  response  to 
certain  recommendations  of  the  Special 
Study  of  the  Options  Markets  which 
were  not  addressed  in  the  original  flling 
(SR-NASD-79-16). 

The  statutory  basis  for  each  of  these 
proposed  rule  changes  remains  as  stated 
in  the  original  filing.  The  purpose  of 
each  of  the  substantive  proposed  rule 
changes  included  in  this  filing  is  as 
follows: 

Appendix  E,  Section  16 

Section  16  is  proposed  to  be  amended 
to  expand  the  information  which 
members  must  disclose  on  statements 
sent  to  customers  having  a  general 
(margin)  account.  By  limiting  this 
requirement  to  margin  accounts,  the 
information  will  be  furnished  to  most 
options  customers  without  imposing 
undue  burdens  on  member  Arms.  'The 
proposal  will  require  that  statements 
sent  to  such  customers  reflect  the  mark- 
to-market  price  and  market  value  for  all 
security  positions  in  the  account,  the 
total  market  value  of  all  positions  in  the 
account,  the  debit  (or  credit)  balance, 
and  account  equity.  We  have  defined 
general  (margin)  account  equity  as  the 
difference  between  the  total  of  long 
security  values,  including  any  credit 
balance,  and  the  total  of  short  security 
values,  including  any  debit  balance.  We 
have  also  proposed  that  interest  and 
any  special  charges  assessed  against  an 
account  be  speciflcally  delineated  on 
the  account  statement  only  to  the  extent, 
however,  that  such  charges  have  not 


already  been  itemized  on  transaction 
conflrmations. 

In  addition,  we  propose  to  require  a 
legend  on  account  statements  to  the 
effect  that  information  concerning 
commissions  and  other  charges  has 
been  included  in  conflrmations,  and  will 
be  furnished  to  customers  upon  request. 

Appendix  E,  Section  17 

The  minimum  information  that  must 
be  reflected  in  customers’  account 
records  has  been  expanded  to  include 
whether  the  account  is  approved  for 
discretionary  orders. 

Appendix  E,  Section  18 

This  Section  would  require  that  in 
addition  to  maintaining  a  firm-wide  file 
of  all  options-related  complaints,  copies 
of  options-related  complaints  must  also 
be  maintained  at  the  branch  offlce 
which  is  the  subject  of  such  complaints. 

Appendix  E,  Section  19 

Each  discretionary  options  account 
opened  by  a  member  would  have  to  be 
approved,  in  writing,  by  a  Registered 
Options  Principal. 

Appendix  E,  Section  21 

Options  Study  recommendation 
I.A.2.e.  calls  for  the  adoption  of  rules 
requiring  that  the  headquarters  offlce  of 
every  options  broker-dealer  be  in  a 
position  to  timely  review  each 
customer’s  account  to  determine  the 
extent  of  commissions  and  realized  and 
unrealized  losses  relative  to  account 
equity,  the  existence  of  unusual  credit 
extensions  and  unusual  account  risks  or 
trading  patterns. 

Members  also  would  be  required  to 
develop  and  implement  a  written 
headquarters  account  review  program 
and  place  such  a  program  under  the 
direct  supervisory  control  of  the  Senior 
Registered  Options  Principal. 

In  response  to  this  recommendation, 
we  propose  to  add  a  new  subsection  (d) 
to  Section  21  of  Appendix  E  which 
would  require  members  to  maintain,  at 
the  principal  supervisory  office  having 
jurisdiction  over  customers’  accounts, 
sufficient  information  to  enable  them  to 
make  a  number  of  compliance-related 
determinations  with  respect  to  the 
options  activity  in  each  such  account. 

Schedule  C  (Disciplinary  Actions) 

Members  would  be  required  to  inform 
the  Association  of  any  disciplinary 
actions  taken  by  any  national  securities 
exchange  or  association,  clearing 
corporation,  commodity  futures  market 
or  government  regulatory  body  against 
them  or  their  associated  persons. 

(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition. 
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The  Association  recognizes  that  certain 
of  the  proposed  rule  changes  will 
increase  the  costs  to  members  in 
handling  customers’  options 
transactions,  which,  in  turn,  may  place 
smaller  members  at  a  competitive 
disadvantage.  The  Commission  will 
have  to  determine  whether  the  possible 
competitive  burden  of  these  rule 
changes  is  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
furtherance  of  the  Act  in  deciding 
whether  to  approve  these  rule  changes. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  Received  from 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others  on 
Proposed  Rule  Changes.  Comments  on 
proposed  rule  changes  presented  herein 
for  the  flrst  time  were  solicited  in 
,  response  to  preliminary  drafts  of  the 
proposals  which  were  circulated  to 
member  8rms  in  a  joint  notice  dated 
August  17, 1979.  The  following  is  a 
summary  of  those  comments  that  are 
relevant  to  the  proposed  rule  changes  in 
their  present  form. 

Recommendation  I.A.2.a.  (Revisions  to 
Customer  Account  Statements) 

The  proposals  involving  changes  in 
customer  account  statements  generated 
by  far  the  greatest  volume  of  member 
comment.  However,  most  of  the 
comments  were  directed  toward  the 
items  which  are  not  included  in  the 
proposal  as  Hied  (e.g.,  disclosure 
regarding  total  commissions  and 
aggregate  account  proHt  or  loss).  Most 
commentators  opposed  including 
information  on  the  account  statement 
that  is  already  stated  on  connrmations. 
Members  also  criticized  the  mark-to-the* 
market  requirement  on  the  grounds  that 
current  prices  may  be  unavailable  in 
certain  instances  and,  in  any  event,  will 
be  out  of  date  by  the  time  the  statement 
is  received.  Small-  and  medium-sized 
nrms  criticized  the  cost  involved  with 
putting  the  proposed  account  statement 
requirements  into  effect. 

Recommendation  I.A.2.e.  (Headquarters 
Review  of  Accounts) 

The  requirement  that  each  principal 
supervisory  ofHce  be  in  a  position  to 
make  certain  determinations  with 
respect  to  options  customer’s  accounts 
was  generally  supported  in  members* 
comments.  Several  commentators 
indicated  that  the  proposal  is  consistent 
with  existing  review  programs. 

However,  certain  commentators 
criticized  its  cost  and  sought  more 
detailed  standards  for  the  inquiries 
required  by  the  provision. 


in.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  Proposed 
Rule  Change  and  Hiniiig  for 
Commission  Action 

On  or  before  April  25, 1980,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
Association  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  changes,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule. changes 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
alignments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  file  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary.  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  DC  20549. 
Copies  of  the  submission,  all  subsequent 
amendments  all  written  statements  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  rule  changes 
that  are  filed  with  the  Commission,  and 
of  all  written  communications  relating  to 
the  proposed  rule  changes  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  than 
those  that  may  be  %vithheld  bom  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C  Section  522,  will  be  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section. 
1100  L  Street,  N.W..  Washington.  DC. 
Copies  of  such  filings  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
April  11, 1980. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  17. 1980. 

Exhibit  A 

Article  III,  Section  33,  Appendix  E 

Sections  1  through  15— No  change. 

Section  16— Statements  of  Account 
(Recommendation  I.A.2.a.) 

Statements  of  account  showing 
security  and  money  positions  [and], 
entries,  interest  charges  and  any  special 
charges  that  have  been  assessed  against 
such  account  during  the  period  covered 
by  the  statement  shall  be  sent  no  less 
frequently  than  once  every  month  to 
each  customer  in  whose  account  there 


has  been  an  entry  during  the  preceeding 
month  with  respect  to  an  option  contract 
and  quarterly  to  all  customers  having  an 
open  option  position  or  money  balance. 
Interest  charges  and  any  special 
charges  assessed  during  the  period 
covered  by  the  statement  need  not  be 
specifically  delineated  if  they  are 
otherwise  accounted  for  on  the 
statement  and  have  been  itemized  on 
transaction  confirmations.  With  respect 
to  options  customers  having  a  general 
(margin)  account,  such  statements  shall 
also  provide  the  mark-to-market  price 
and  market  value  of  each  option 
position  and  other  security  position  in 
the  general  (margin)  account,  the  total 
market  value  of  all  positions  in  the 
account,  the  outstanding  debit  or  credit 
balance  in  the  account,  and  the  general 
(margin)  account  equity.  The  statements 
shall  bear  a  legend  stating  that  further 
information  with  respect  to 
commissions  and  other  charges  related 
to  the  execution  of  option  transactions 
has  been  included  in  confirmations  of 
such  transactions  previously  furnished 
to  the  customer,  and  that  such 
information  will  be  made  available  to 
the  customer  promptly  upon  request 
The  statements  shall  also  bear  a  legend 
requesting  the  customer  promptly  to 
advise  the  member  of  any  material 
change  in  the  customer’s  investment 
objectives  or  financial  situation. 

For  purposes  of  this  Section,  general 
(margin)  account  equity  shall  be 
computed  by  subtracting  the  total  of  the 
’’short” security  values  and  any  debit 
balance  from  the  total  of  the  ’’long” 
security  values  and  any  credit  balance. 

Section  17 — Opening  of  Accounts 

Subsections  (a)  through  (d) — No 
change. 

Interpretation  of  the  Board  of  Governors 

.01  In  fulfilling  their  obligations 
pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of  this 
Section,  with  respect  to  options 
customers  who  are  natural  persons, 
members  shall  seek  to  obtain  the 
following  information  at  a  minimum 
(information  shall  be  obtained  for  all 
participants  in  a  joint  account): 

1.  Investment  objectives  (e.g.,  safety  of 
principal,  income,  growth,  trading 
profits,  speculation); 

2.  Employment  status  (name  of 
employer,  self-employed  or  retired); 

3.  Estimated  annual  income  fi*om  all 
sources; 

4.  Estimated  net  worth  (exclusive  of 
family  residence); 

5.  Estimated  liquid  net  worth  (cash, 
securities,  other); 

6.  Marital  status;  number  of 
dependents; 

7.  Age;  and. 
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8.  Investment  experience  and 
knowledge  (e.g.,  number  of  years,  size, 
frequency  and  type  of  transactions)  for 
options,  stocks  and  bonds,  commodities, 
others. 

In  addition,  a  customer’s  account 
records  shall  contain  the  following 
information,  if  applicable: 

1.  Source  or  sources  of  background 
and  financial  information  (including 
estimates)  concerning  the  customer; 

2.  Discretionary  authorization 
agreement  on  hie,  name,  relationship  to 
customer  and  experience  of  person 
holding  trading  authority; 

3.  Date  prospectus  furnished  to 
customer, 

4.  Nature  and  [Tj/ypes  of  transactions 
for  which  account  is  approved  (e.g., 
buying,  covered  writing,  uncovered 
writing,  spreading,  discretianary 
transactions); 

5.  Name  of  registered  representative; 

6.  Name  of  ROP  approving  account: 
date  of  approval:  and, 

7.  Dates  of  verification  of  currency  of 
account  information. 

Members  should  consider  utilizing  a 
standard  account  approval  form  so  as  to 
ensure  the  receipt  of  all  the  required 
information. 

.02  No  change. 

.03  No  change. 

Section  18 — ^Maintenance  of  Records 
(Recommendations  I.A.l.d.  and  I.A.l.f.) 

(a)  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
Section  21  of  the  Rules  of  Fair  Practice, 
every  member  shall  maintain  and  keep 
current  a  separate  central  log,  index  or 
other  hie  for  all  options-related 
complaints,  through  which  these 
complaints  can  easily  be  identihed  and 
retrieved.  The  central  file  shall  be 
located  at  the  principal  place  of 
business  of  the  member  or  such  other 
principal  ofHce  as  shall  be  designated 
by  the  member.  At  a  minimum,  the  * 
central  file  shall  include  (i)  identification 
of  complainant:  (ii)  date  complaint  was 
received;  (iii)  identiHcation  of  Registered 
Representative  servicing  the  account: 

(iv)  a  general  description  of  the  matter 
complained  of;  and,  (v)  a  record  of  what 
action,  if  any,  has  been  taken  by  the 
member  with  respect  to  the  complaint. 
For  purposes  of  this  Section,  the  term 
"options-related  complaint"  shall  mean 
any  written  statement  by  a  customer  or 
person  acting  on  behalf  of  a  customer 
alleging  a  grievance  arising  out  of  or  in 
connection  with  options.  Each  options- 
related  complaint  received  by  a  branch 
office  of  a  member  shall  be  forwarded  to 
the  office  in  which  the  separate,  central 
file  is  located  not  later  than  30  days 
after  receipt  by  the  branch  office  that  is 
the  subject  of  the  complaint.  A  copy  of 
every  options-related  complaint  shall 


also  be  maintained  at  the  branch  office 
that  is  the  subject  of  the  complaint 

(b)  No  change. 

Section  19 — Discretionary  Accounts 
(Recommendations  I.A.2.C.  and  d.) 

(a)  Authorization  and  Approval — ^No 
iliember  and  no  person  associated  with 
a  member  shall  exercise  any 
discretionary  power  with  respect  to 
trading  in  option  contracts  in  a 
customer’s  accoimt,  or  accept  orders  for 
option  contracts  for  an  account  from  a 
person  other  than  the  customer,  except 
in  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  15  of  the  Rules  of  Fair  Practice 
and  unless: 

1.  The  written  authorization  of  the 
customer  required  by  Section  15  shall 
speciHcally  authorize  options  trading  in 
the  account:  and. 

2.  The  account  shall  have  been 
accepted  in  writing  by  a  Registered 
Options  Principal. 

The  remainder  of  this  Section  is 
unchanged. 

Section  20 — No  change. 

Section  21 — Supervision  of  Accounts 
(Recommendation  I.A.2.e.) 

(a)  Duty  to  Supervise;  Senior 
Registered  Options  Principal — Every 
member  shall  develop  and  implement  a 
written  program  provid[e]/ug  for  the 
diligent  supervision  of  all  its  customer 
accounts,  and  all  orders  in  such 
accounts,  to  the  extent  such  accounts 
and  orders  relate  to  options  contracts, 
by  a  general  partner  (in  the  case  of  a  > 
partnership)  or  officer  (in  the  case  of  a 
corporation)  of  the  member  who  is  a 
Registered  Options  Principal  and  who 
has  been  specifically  identified  to  the 
Corporation  as  the  member’s  Senior 
Registered  Options  Principal.  A  Senior 
Registered  Options  Principal,  in  meeting 
his  responsibilities  for  supervision  of 
customer  accounts  and  orders,  may 
delegate  to  qualified  employees 
(including  other  Registered  Options 
Principals)  responsibility  and  authority 
for  supervision  and  control  of  each 
branch  office  handing  transactions  in 
option  contracts,  provided  that  the 
Senior  Registered  Options  Principal 
shall  have  overall  authority  and 
responsibility  for  establishing 
appropriate  procedures  of  supervision 
and  control  over  such  employees. 

Subsections  (b)  through  9c) — No 
change. 

(d)  Headquarters  Review  of 
Accounts. — Each  member  shall 
maintain  at  the  principal  supervisory 
office  having  jurisdiction  over  the  office 
servicing  customer  accounts, 
information  to  permit  review  of  each 
customer’s  options  account  on  a  timely 
basis  to  determine  (i)  the  compatibility 


of  options  transactions  with  investment 
objectives  and  with  the  types  of 
transactions  for  which  the  account  was 
approved;  (ii)  the  size  and  frequency  of 
options  transactions;  (Hi)  commission 
activity  in  the  account;  (iv)  profit  or  loss 
in  the  account;  (v)  undue  concentration 
in  any  optians  class  or  classes,  and  (vi) 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
Regulation  T  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Board. 

Sections  22  through  24 — ^No  change. 
Article  I,  Section  2(d),  Schedule  C 

VIII. — Disciplinary  Actions 
(Recommendation  I.A.l.h.) 

Every  member  shall  promptly  notify 
the  Corporation  in  writing  of  any 
disciplinary  action,  including  the  basis 
therefor,  taken  by  any  national 
securities  exchange  or  association, 
clearing  corporation,  commodity  futures 
market  or  goverment  regulatory  body 
against  the  member  or  its  associated 
persons,  and  shall  similarly  notify  the 
Corporation  of  any  disciplinary  action 
taken  by  the  member  itself  against  any 
of  its  associated  persons  involving 
suspension,  termination,  the  withholding 
of  conunissions  or  imposition  of  fines  in 
excess  of  $2,500,  or  any  other  significant 
limitation  on  activities. 

Uniform  Practice  Code 

Section  63 — No  change. 

Effectiveness  Timetable  * 

NASD  Rule  and  Number  of  Days 
Following  SEC  Approval 

I.  Appendix  E 

Section  16 — 180  days. 

Section  17 — 30  days  (60  days  in  the 
case  of  subsequent  verification  of 
suitability  information  required  under 
Section  17(c))  “ 

Section  18(a) — 60  days. 

Section  18(b) — 90  days. 

Section  19 — 60  days. 

Section  20 — 30  days. 

Section  21 — 90  days. 


'  On  a  case-by-case  basis,  where  circumstances 
warrant,  members  may  be  granted  an  additional 
period  of  time  to  comply  with  these  rule  changes. 
Under  no  circumstances,  however,  will  the 
additional  time  granted  for  compliance  with  any 
rule  exceed  a  period  of  six  months  beyond  its 
proposed  effective  date. 

*  Within  60  days  of  the  effectiveness  of  this 
Section,  members  shaii  be  required  to  provide  to 
existing  options  accounts  a  notice  informing  such 
accounts  that  they  may  request  and  receive  a  copy 
of  ail  background  and  financial  information 
currently  on  file  with  the  member  in  order  to  review 
and  update  such  information  as  deemed 
appropriate.  (For  purposes  of  this  Section,  an 
existing  account  is  one  which  is  qualified  to 
purchase  or  write  options  without  additional  ROP 
approval). 
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II.  Schedule  C 

VIII  (Disciplinary  Action] — 30  days. 

III.  Uniform  Practice  Code 
Section  63(c) — 80  days. 

(Fit  Doc.  ao-aesi  POed  S-ZO-SO;  •:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  M10-01-M 


(Release  No.  34-16649;  File  No.  SR-NYSE- 
60-91 

New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Self* 
Regulatonr  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the  • 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L  No.  94-29  (June  4, 1975), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  March  11. 
1980  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization  Hied  with  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  a 
proposed  rule  change  as  follows: 

NYSE’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  would 
implement  operational  procedures 
which  the  Exchange  proposes  to  employ 
in  connection  with  a  new  automated 
system  to  be  known  as  the  Opening 
Automated  Report  Service  (OARS).  The 
text  of  the  propsoed  rule  change  will  be 
initially  embodied  within  a  circular  to 
Exchange  members  during  the  pilot 
program  for  OARS.  It  is  expected  that, 
as  the  pilot  progresses,  amendments  to 
existing  rules  of  the  Exchange  will  be 
developed  and  Bled  with  the 
Commission  for  its  approval.  The 
operational  characteristics  of  OARS  are 
described  under  “Purpose  of  Proposed 
Rule  Change”,  below. 

NYSE’s  Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the 
proposed  amendment  are  as  follows: 

Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  facilitate  the 
implementation  and  operation  of  OARS. 

On  Friday,  March  14. 1980,  the 
Exchange  will  begin  a  pilot  phase 
introduction  of  the  Opening  Automated 
Report  Service  (OARS)  in  ten  (10) 
stocks. 

OARS  is  a  new  automated  system 
speciBcally  designed  to  facilitate  more 
efBcient  and  more  accurate  reporting  of 
certain  orders  received  by  the  Exchange 
prior  to  the  opening  of  trading  in  an 
individual  stock. 

The  Exchange  believes  OARS  will 
provide  three  distinct  benefits  to  the 
member  Bnn  community  and  the  NYSE 
Floor: 


1.  Effective  automatioa  of  several  clerical 
tasks  at  the  trading  post  for  the  critical  period 
just  prior  to  the  opening  of  trading  in  a  stock. 

2.  Immediate  dissemination  of  execution 
reports  on  eligible  orders  upon  the  opening  of 
trading. 

3.  Substantial  reduction  of  potential 
“Questioned  Trade  (QT)  problems  on  eligible 
pre-opening  orders. 

When  a  stock  is  assigned  to  OARS, 
the  new  system  will  apply  to  imrmal 
openings,  delayed  openings  and  re¬ 
openings  in  that  stock. 

Any  member  firm  already  using  the 
Exchange’s  Designated  Or^r 
Turnaround  (DOT)  system  for  the  stocks 
assigned  to  OARS  will  participate  in 
this  pilot,  since  100  to  share  pre¬ 
opening  market  orders  transmitted  to 
the  Exchange  through  the  Common 
Message  Switch  wiU  automatically  be 
directed  to  OARS. 

’The  pilot  is  designed  to  provide  for 
the  testing  of  OARS’  five  Imsic  functions 
under  actual  trading  conditions.  These 
five  basic  functions  are: 

1.  OARS  will  store — but  not  deliver  to  the 
trading  post — individual  preopening  maiket 
orders  of  100  to  299  shares. 

2.  OARS  will  continuously  tabulate  these 
orders;  matching  buy  and  sell  interest  and 
calculating  any  remaining  imbalance. 

3.  OARS  will  inform  the  sjjecialist  of  the 
tabulated  buy/sell  interest  and  imbalance: 
both  at  predetermined  intervals  and  upon 
request. 

4.  OARS  will  electronically  receive  the 
opening  price  in  a  stock  via  a  single  mark- 
sense  card  from  the  specialist;  at  which  point 
100-299  share  market  orders  transmitted  to 
the  Exchange  through  CMS  will  no  longer  be 
directed  to  OARS,  but  will  be  directed  to  the 
DOT  printers  on  the  Floor  as  usual. 

5.  OARS  wHl  automatically — upon  receipt 
of  the  opening  price — disburse  machine¬ 
generated  reports  to  member  firms  for  each 
stored  order  in  that  stock. 

Machine-generated  execution  reports 
are  expected  to  reduce  the  incidence  of 
erroneous  and  omitted  reports. 
Furthermore,  new  universal  contra  party 
clearing  names — OPN  and  OPG — will  be 
used. 

These  universal  contra  party  clearing 
names  will  be  used  as  follows: 

1.  Execution  reports  sent  to  Exchange 
member  firms  by  OARS  will  provide  “OPN" 
as  the  contra-side  of  the  trade. 

2.  The  OARS  log  will  indicate  each  order 
transmitted  by,  and  each  “OPN”  report 
issued  to,  a  member  firm.  Thus,  if  a  firm  that 
is  on  the  log  as  a  contra  party  to  an  OPN 
trade  fails  to  submit  the  trade  for  comparison, 
or  submits  it  incorrectly,  the  information  on 
the  log  will  be  relied  on  to  prepare  a  final 
contract  sheet  on  T-t-2  (i.e.  the  second 
business  day  following  the  trade  date). 

3.  If  the  specialist  pairs  off  orders  he  is 
holding  against  a  bpy/sell  imbalance  in 
OARS,  the  members  who  left  the  orders  with 
the  specialist  will  receive  “OPG”  firom  the 
specialist  as  the  contra-side  of  the  trade. 


4.  During  the  day,  die  specialist  will 
provide  SLAG  (the  Securities  Industry 
Automation  Corporation)  with  the  names  of 
the  clearing  members  that  traded  with 
“OPG”. 

5.  If  a  clearing  name  that  the  specialist 
supplied  to  SLAG  as  the  contra-side  of  an 
“Orc”  trade  does  not  submit  the  trade  for 
comparison  by  T-t-2,  the  name  of  the 
specialist  will  be  substituted  automatically 
on  T-i-2  as  the  contra-side  of  the  trade.  In 

'such  a  case,  the  specialist  should  pursue  the 
matter  with  the  clearing  firm  that  he  knows 
as  the  contra-side  of  the  trad& 

NYSE’s  Statement  of  Basis  Under  the 
Act  for  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Arranging  the  opening  transaction  in 
an  Exchange  listed  stock  is  often  the 
most  diffic^t  and  sensitive  process  of 
the  entire  trading  day,  involving  as  it 
often  does  the  matching  of  many  pre¬ 
opening  buy  and  sell  orders  and  the 
need  to  absorb  or  supply  any  imbalance 
in  either  they  buy  or  sell  side  that  may 
exist  The  Opening  Automated  Report 
Service  is  expected  to  introduce 
important  new  systems  efficiencies  in 
this  process  which  will  not  only 
materially  assist  the  specialist  in 
arranging  the  opening  transaction  itself 
but  will  result  in  fewer  “questioned 
trades”  at  the  opening  and  will  cause 
the  comparison  and  settlement  process 
to  be  conducted  in  a  more  efficient  and 
accurate  manner.  OARS  should  better 
enable  the  Exchange  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (the  “Act”)  which  include  the 
maintenance  of  fair  and  orderly 
markets,  the  fostering  of  cooperation 
and  coordination  with  persons  engaged 
in  regulating,  clearing,  settling  and 
processing  information  with  respect  to 
transactions  in  securities  and  facilitating 
transactions  in  securities  (see  Sections 
6(b]  and  llA(a)  of  the  Act).  OARS  will 
also  introduce  new  data  processing  and 
commimications  techniques  which 
should  result  in  a  more  efficient  and 
effective  market  operation  (see  Section 
llA(a)(l)(B)  of  the  Act).  Finally,  OARS 
is  consistent  with  and  should  advance 
the  purpose  of  the  Act  set  forth  in 
Section  17A(a](l),  including  the  prompt 
and  accurate  clearance  and  settlement 
of  securities  transactions  and  the 
introduction  of  more  efficient 
procedures  for  the  clearance  and 
settlement  operation. 

NYSE’s  Statement  of  Comments 
Received  From  Members,  Participants  or 
Others  on  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Exchange  has  not  solicited 
comment  on  this  proposed  change  and  it 
has  not  received  any. 
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NYSE’s  Statement  of  Burden  on 
Competition 

The  Exchange  does  not  perceive  any 
burden  on  competition  that  will  be 
imposed  by  OARS. 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective,  pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(3)  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  At 
any  time  within  sixty  days  of  the  flling 
of  such  proposed  rule  change,  the 
Commission  may  summarily  abrogate 
such  rule  change  if  it  appears  to  the 
Commission  that  such  action  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest,  for  the  protection  of  investors, 
or  otherwise  in  furtherance  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  Hie  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  Rling  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room, 
1100  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  Rling  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  ofRce  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regitlatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
April  21, 1980. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  13, 1980. 

|FR  Ooc.  80-8653  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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[Release  No.  34-16658;  File  No.  SR-PSE- 
79-141 

Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Inc.,  Self- 
Regulatory  Organizations;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L 
No.  94-24, 16  (June  4, 1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  February  29, 1980, 
the  above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  filed  with  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  a  Proposed 
Rule  Change  as  follows: 


Exchange’s  Statement  of  the  Terms  of 
Substance  of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Rule  XX;  DISCIPLINAR  Y 
PROCEEDINGS,  Disciplinary 
Jurisdiction 

Sec.  1(a).  A  member,  member 
organization  or  a  person  associated 
with  such  member  or  member 
organization  who  is  alleged  to  have 
violated  or  aided  and  abetted  a 
violation  of  any  provision  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of 1934.  as 
amended,  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder,  or  any 
provision  of  the  Exchange's  Constitution 
or  Rules  or  any  commentary  thereof  or 
resolution  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Exchange  regulating  the  conduct  of 
business  on  the  Exchange,  or  policy  or 
procedure  of  the  Exchange  shall  be 
subject  to  the  disciplinary  jurisdiction  of 
the  Exchange  under  this  Rule,  and  after 
notice  and  opportunity  forja  hearing 
may  be  appropriately  disciplined  by 
expulsion,  suspension,  limitation  of 
activities,  functions,  and  operations, 
suspension  or  bar  from  associotion  with 
a  member,  or  member  organization,  fine, 
censure  or  any  other  fitting  sanction,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
Rule.  A  member  organization,  may  be 
charged  with  any  violation  committed 
by  its  employees  or  a  member  or  other 
person  who  is  associated  with  such 
member  organization,  as  though  such 
violation  were  its  own. 

Sec.  1(b).  Any  member,  member 
organization,  or  person  associated  with 
a  member  shall  continue  to  be  subject  to 
the  disciplinary  jurisdiction  of  the 
Exchange  following  such  person’s 
termination  of  membership  or 
association  with  a  member  with  respect 
to  matters  that  occurred  prior  to  such 
termination;  provided  that  written  notice 
of  the  commencement  of  an  inquiry  into 
such  matters  is  given  by  the  Exchange  to 
such  former  member,  member 
organization  or  associated  person  within 
one  year  of  receipt  by  the  ^change  of 
written  notice  of  the  termination  of  such 
person’s  status  as  a  member,  member 
organization,  or  person  associated  with 
a  member. 

Investigations 

Sec.  2.  The  Exchange  shall  investigate 
possible  violations  within  the 
disciplinary  jurisdiction  of  the 
Exchange  upon  order  of  the  Boord  of 
Governors,  the  Executive  Committee,  or 
the  Floor  Trading  Committee  or  upon 
receipt  of  a  complaint  alleging  such 
violations  filed  by  a  member  or  by  any 
other  person.  All  such  complaints 
should  specify  in  reasonable  detail  the 
facts  constituting  the  violation, 
including  the  specific  statutes. 


Exchange  Constitutional  provisions, 
Rules,  commentaries,  resolutions, 
policies  or  procedures  ollegedly 
violated.  No  member  or  person 
associated  with  a  member  shall  impede 
or  delay  an  Exchange  investigation  with 
respect  to  possible  violations  within  the 
disciplinary  jurisdiction  of  the 
Exchange  nor  refuse  to  furnish 
testimony,  documentary  materials  or 
other  information  requested  by  the 
Exchange  during  the  course  of  its 
investigation. 

A  member  or  person  associated  with  a 
member  is  entitled  to  be  represented  by 
counsel  during  any  Exchange 
investigation. 

Complaints  and  Answers 

Sec.  3.  Whenever  it  shall  appear  to 
the  Board  of  Go\iemors,  the  Executive 
Committee  or  any  standing  committee 
designated  by  the  Board  of  Governors  to 
review  disciplinary  proceedings  that 
there  is  probable  cause  for  finding  a 
violation  within  the  disciplinary 
jurisdiction  of  the  Exchange  and  that 
further  proceedings  are  warranted,  the 
Exchange  (“the  Complainant")  shall 
initiate  a  disciplinary  action  by 
preparing  a  statement  of  charges  (“the 
Complaint")  against  the  person  or 
organization  alleged  to  hove  committed 
a  violation  (“the  Respondent") 
specifying  the  acts  in  which  the 
Respondent  is  charged  to  have  engaged 
in  or  which  the  Respondent  is  alleged  to 
have  omitted  and  setting  forth  the 
specific  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  os  omended,  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder.  Exchange  Constitutional 
provisions.  Rules,  commentaries, 
resolutions,  policies  or  procedures,  of 
which  such  acts  or  omissions  are  in 
violation.  A  copy  of  the  charges  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Respondent. 

The  Respondent  shall  have  15 
business  days  after  service  of  the 
charges  to  file  a  written  answer  thereto. 
The  answer  shall  specifically  admit  or 
deny  each  allegation  contained  in  the 
charges,  and  the  Respondent  shall  be 
deemed  to  hove  admitted  any  allegation 
not  specifically  denied.  The  answer  may 
also  contain  any  defense  which  the 
Respondent  wishes  to  submit  and  may 
be  accompanied  by  documents  in 
support  of  his  answer  or  defense.  In  the 
event  the  Respondent  fails  to  file  an 
answer,  the  charges  shall  be  considered 
to  be  admitted. 

The  time  period  to  file  any  answer 
may  be  extended  for  such  further 
periods  as  may  be  granted  by  the 
Exchange,  if  such  request  for  extension 
of  the  filing  period  is  received  by  the 
l^change  within  five  business  days 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday,  March  21,  1980  /  Notices 


18543 


prior  to  the  date  on  which  the  answer  is 
due. 

Hearing 

Sec.  4.  Upon  Respondent’s  filing  an 
answer,  the  Respondent  may  request  a 
hearing.  An  appropriate  Committee  of 
the  Exchange  (“the  Hearing 
Committee")  shall  appoint  one  or  more 
members  to  hear  the  matter  (“the 
Panel").  Parties  shall  be  given  at  least 
15  days  notice  of  the  time  and  place  of 
the  bearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
matters  to  be  considered  therein. 

At  the  hearing,  both  the  Complainant 
'  and  the  Respondent  shall  be  entitled  to 
be  heard  in  person  and  to  present  any 
relevant  matter.  Any  witnesses, 
testimony  or  evidence  offered  by  the 
Complainant  or  the  Respondent  shall  be 
subject  to  cross-examination  by  the 
other  party.  The  Panel  shall  determine 
all  questions  concerning  the 
admissibility  of  evidence  and  shall 
otherwise  regulate  the  conduct  of  the 
hearing.  Formal  rules  of  evidence  shall 
not  apply.  The  charges  shall  be 
present^  by  one  or  more 
representatives  of  the  Exchange,  who 
along  with  Respondent  and  any  other 
party,  may  present  evidence  and 
produce  witnesses  who  shall  testify 
under  oath  and  are  subject  to  being 
questioned  by  the  Panel  and  other 
parties.  The  Respondent  and  intervening 
parties  are  entitled  to  be  represented  by 
counsel  who  may  participate  fully  in  the 
hearing.  A  transcript  of  the  hearing 
shall  be  made  and  shall  become  part  of 
the  record. 

Any  person  not  otherwise  a  party  may 
intervene  as  a  party  to  the  hearing  upon 
demonstrating  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Panel  that  he  has  an  interest  in  the 
subject  of  the  hearing  and  that  the 
disposition  of  the  matter,  may,  as  a 
practical  matter,  impair  or  impede  his 
ability  to  protect  that  interest.  Also,  the 
Panel  may  in  its  discretion  permit  a 
person  to  intervene  as  a  party  to  the 
hearing  when  the  person’s  claim  or 
defense  and  the  main  action  have 
questions  of  law  or  fact  in  common.  Any 
person  wishing  to  intervene  as  a  party 
to  a  hearing  shall  file  with  the  Panel  a 
notice  requesting  the  right  to  intervene, 
stating  the  grounds  therefor,  and  setting 
forth  the  claim  or  defense  for  which 
intervention  is  sought.  The  Panel,  in 
exercising  its  discretion  concerning 
intervention  shall  take  into 
consideration  whether  the  intervention 
will  unduly  delay  or  prejudice  the 
adjudication  of  the  rights  of  the  original 
parties. 

Except  in  writing,  with  copies  to  the 
other  parties,  neither  the  Complainant, 
the  Respondent,  nor  any  interested 
party  may  discuss  with  the  Panel  any 


matter  concerning  the  facts  or 
allegations  in  the  complaint  unless  the 
other  parties  to  the  action  are  given 
sufficient  notice  and  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard. 

Summary  Proceeding 

Sec.  5.  Notwithstanding  the  provision 
of  Section  4  of  this  Rule,  the  Hearing 
Committee  may  make  a  determination 
without  a  hearing  and  may  impose  a 
penalty  as  to  such  charges  which  the 
Respondent  has  admitted  or  has  failed 
to  answer  or  which  otherwise  do  not 
oppear  to  be  in  dispute.  Notice  of  such 
summary  determination,  specifying  the 
violations  and  penalty,  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Respondent,  who  shall  have  10 
days  from  the  date  of  service  of  such 
notice  to  notify  the  Hearing  Committee 
that  he  desires  a  hearing  upon  all  or  a 
portion  of  any  such  charges  or  upon  the 
penolty.  Failure  to  so  notify  the  Hearing 
Committee  shall  constitute  admission  of 
the  violations  and  acceptance  of  the 
penalty  as  determined  by  such 
Committee  and  a  waiver  of  all  rights  of 
review.  If  the  Respondent  requests  a 
heoring,  the  matters  which  are  the 
subject  of  the  hearing  shall  be  handled 
as  if  the  summary  determination  had 
not  been  made. 

Offers  of  Settlement 

Sec.  6(a).  At  any  time  prior  to  decision 
by  the  Panel  the  Respondent  may 
submit  to  the  Hearing  Committee  a 
written  offer  of  settlement  which  shell 
contoin  a  proposed  stipulation  of  facts 
and  shall  consent  to  a  specified  penalty. 
Where  the  Hearing  Committee  accepts 
an  offer  of  settlement,  it  shall  issue  a 
decision,  including  findings  and 
conclusions  and  impose  a  penalty, 
consistent  with  the  terms  of  such  offer. 
Where  the  Hearing  Committee  rejects 
an  offer  of  settlement,  it  shall  notify  the 
Respondent  and  the  matter  shall 
proceed  as  if  such  offer  had  not  been 
made,  and  the  offer  and  all  documents 
relating  thereto  shall  not  become  part  of 
the  record.  A  decision  of  the  Hearing 
Committee  issued  upon  acceptance  of 
an  offer  of  settlement  as  well  as  the 
determination  of  the  Committee  whether 
to  accept  or  reject  such  an  offer  shall  be 
final,  and  the  Respondent  may  not  seek 
review  thereof. 

Sec.  6(b).  If  there  is  more  than  one 
Respondent  in  a  proceeding  and  one  or 
more  of  said  Respondents  submits  an 
offer  of  settlement,  the  Hearing 
Committee  may  accept  or  reject  such 
offers  from  any  one  or  all  of  the 
Respondents  submitting  such  offers.  The 
proceedings  shall  be  dismissed  as  to 
those  Respondents  whose  offers  have 
been  accepted,  and  the  proceedings 


shall  continue  as  scheduled  for  the 
remaining  Respondents. 

Decision 

Sec.  7.  Within  thirty  days  after  the 
date  of  a  hearing  conducted  pursuant  to 
Section  4  of  this  Rule,  the  Panel  shall 
prepare  a  decision  in  writing 
determining  whether  the  Respondent 
has  committed  a  violation  and  imposing 
the  penalty,  if  any,  therefor.  The 
decision  shall  include  a  statement  of 
findings  and  conclusions,  with  the 
reasons  therefor  upon  all  material 
issues  presented  on  the  record.  Where  a 
penalty  is  imposed,  the  decision  shall 
include  a  statement  specifying  the  acts 
or  practices  in  which  the  Respondent 
has  been  found  to  have  engaged,  or 
which  the  Respondent  has  been  found  to 
have  omitted,  and  setting  forth  the 
specific  provisions  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated 
thereunder,  the  Exchange  Constitution, 
the  Rules  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
commentaries,  resolutions,  policies  or 
procedures  which  the  act  or  omission  to 
act  are  deemed  to  violate.  The 
Respondent  shall  be  promptly  sent  a 
copy  of  the  decision.  The  determination 
of  the  Panel  and  any  penalty  imposed 
shall  become  final  fifteen  days  after 
notifying  the  Respondent;  provided, 
however,  that  if  a  request  for  review  of 
such  determination  and  penalty,  or  both, 
is  filed  os  hereinafter  provided,  the 
penolty  shall  be  stayed  pending 
outcome  of  that  review. 

Review 

Sec.  8(a).  Either  the  Complainant  or 
the  Respondent  may  request  a  review  of 
the  decision  by  petitioning  the  Board  of 
Governors  for  such  review  within  15 
days  after  service  of  notice  of  a  decision 
mode  pursuant  to  Section  7  of  this  Rule. 
Such  petition  shall  be  in  writing  and 
shall  specify  the  findings  and 
conclusions  to  which  exceptions  are 
taken  together  with  reasons  for  such 
exceptions.  Any  objections  to  a  decision 
not  specified  by  written  exception  shall 
be  considered  to  have  been  abandoned. 

Sec.  8(b).  The  Board  of  Governors 
moy  appoint  one  or  more  Appeals 
Committees  to  conduct  reviews  of 
disciplinary  proceedings.  The  Board  of 
Governors  may  delegate  authority  to  the 
Executive  Committee  to  make  such 
appointments  or  may  decide  to  conduct 
review  proceedings  on  its  own.  An 
Appeals  Committee  may  be  composed 
of  persons  who  are  members  of  the 
Boord  of  Governors,  or  of  persons  who 
are  not  members  of  the  Board  of 
Governors,  or  partly  of  persons  who  are 
members  of  the  Board  of  Governors  and 
partly  of  persons  who  are  not  members 


18544 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  45,  No.  57  /  Friday.  March  21.  1980  /  Notices 


of  the  Board  of  Governors.  The 
Executive  Committee  shall  determine 
the  size  of  any  Appeals  Committee 
appointed  by  it,  and  an  Appeals 
Committee  may  be  composed  of  only 
one  member.  The  body  conducting  the 
review,  whether  the  Board  of  Governors 
itself  or  an  Appeals  Committee,  is 
referred  to  herein  as  “the  Review 
Board”.  Unless  the  Review  Board  shall 
decide  to  open  the  record  for  the 
introduction  of  new  evidence  or  to  hear 
argument,  such  review  shall  be  based 
solely  upon  the  record  and  the  written 
exceptions  filed  by  the  parties.  Based 
upon  such  review,  the  Review  Board 
may  affirm,  reverse  or  modify  in  whole 
or  in  part,  the  decision  of  the  Panel. 
Such  modification  may  include  an 
increase  or  decrease  of  the  sanction. 

The  decision  of  the  Review  Board  shall 
be  in  writing  and,  except  as  set  forth  in 
Section  8(d)  below,  shall  be  final. 

Each  Review  Board  member  shall  be 
required  to  disclose  to  the  Board  of 
Governors  any  circumstances  which 
might  preclude  such  Review  Board 
member  from  rendering  an  objective 
and  impartial  determination.  Prior  to 
the  commencement  of  the  first  hearing 
session,  the  Board  of  Governors  may 
remove  a  Review  Board  member  who 
discloses  such  information.  The  Board 
of  Governors  shall  also  inform  the 
parties  of  any  information  disclosed 
pursuant  to  this  section,  if  the  Review 
Board  member  wha  disclosed  the 
information  is  not  removed. 

In  the  event  that  any  Review  Board 
member,  after  the  commencement  of  the 
Review,  but  prior  to  the  rendition  of  the 
decision  should  become  disqualified, 
resign,  die,  refuse  or  be  unable  to 
perform  or  discharge  his  duties,  the 
Board  of  Governors,  upon  such  proof  as 
they  deem  satisfactory,  shall  either  (a) 
appoint  a  new  member  to  the  Review 
Board  to  reploce  such  member;  or  (b) 
direct  that  the  Review  proceed  without 
the  substitution  of  a  new  member. 

Sec.  8(c).  Notwithstanding  anything 
else  contained  in  this  Rule,  the  Board  of 
Governors  may,  on  its  own  initiative, 
order  review  of  a  decision  made 
pursuant  to  Section  5  or  7  of  this  Rule 
within  30  days  after  notice  of  the 
decision  has  been  served  on  the 
Respondent.  If  the  Board  of  Governors 
does  not  order  review  of  a  decision 
made  pursuant  to  Section  5  or  7  of  this 
Rule  within  the  period  specified  in  this 
paragraph,  the  decision  shall  become 
final.  Such  review  shall  be  conducted  in 
occordance  with  the  procedure  set  forth 
in  Section  8(b)  of  this  Rule. 

Sec.  8(d).  The  Board  of  Governors 
may,  on  its  own  initiative  order  review 
of  a  decision  made  by  an  Appeals 
Committee  pursuant  to  Section  8(b)  of 


this  Rule  within  30  days  after  notice  of 
the  decision  has  been  served  on  the 
Respondent.  If  such  review  is  held,  it 
shall  be  conducted  in  accordance  with 
the  procedure  set  forth  in  Section  8(b)  of 
this  Rule  as  if  the  Board  of  Governors 
had  conducted  the  initial  review,  except 
that  the  record  shall  include  the 
decision  of  the  Appeals  Committee  and 
any  exceptions  filed  by  the  parties  to 
such  decision.  If  the  Board  of  Governors 
does  not  order  review  of  a  decision  of 
an  Appeals  Committee  within  the  period 
specified  in  this  paragraph,  the  decision 
of  the  Appeals  Committee  shall  become 
final.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Rule 
affects  any  right  which  a  Respondent 
may  have  to  seek  review  of  an 
Exchange  decision  by  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission. 

Judgment  and  Penalty 

Sec.  9(a).  A  member,  member 
organization  or  a  person  associated 
with  such  member  or  member 
organization  shall  be  subject  to 
appropriate  discipline  by  the  Exchange 
for  violations  under  this  Rule  including 
expulsion,  suspension,  limitation  of 
activities,  functions  and  operations, 
suspension  or  bar  from  association  with 
a  member,  or  member  organization,  fine, 
censure,  or  any  other  fitting  sanction. 

Sec.  9(b).  Penalties  imposed  under 
this  Rule  shall  not  become  effective 
until  the  Exchange  review  process  is 
completed  or  the  decision  otherwise 
becomes  final. 

Sec.  9(c).  Notwithstanding  anything 
contained  in  this  Rule  to  the  contrary, 
the  Exchange  may  impose  such 
conditions  and/or  restrictions  on  the 
activities  of  the  Respondent  as  the 
Exchange  considers  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  investors 
and  of  the  Exchange. 

Miscellaneous  Provisions 

Sec.  10(a).  Any  charges,  notices  or 
other  documents  may  be  served  upon 
the  Respondent  either  personally  or  by 
leaving  the  same  at  his  place  of 
business  or  by  deposit  in  the  United 
States  Post  Office,  postage  prepaid  via 
registered  or  certified  mail  addressed  to 
the  Respondent  at  his  address  as  it 
appears  on  the  books  and  records  of  the 
Exchange. 

Sec.  10(b).  Any  time  limits  imposed 
under  this  Rule  for  the  submission  of 
answers,  petitions  or  other  materials 
may  be  extended  only  by  prior  written 
approval  of  the  Exchange. 

Commentaries: 

.01  The  Board  of  Governors  may 
designate  any  Standing  or  Special 
Committee  of  the  Exchange  as  the 
Hearing  Committee  in  any  given 
proceeding  or  type  of  proceeding. 


.02  The  procedures  set  forth  in 
Sections  4  and  8(a)-8(d)  of  this  Rule 
shall  not  apply  in  cases  where  Floor 
Citations  ore  issued  for  violations  of 
Rules,  policies  or  procedures  adopted 
by  the  Exchange  and  the  fine  or  fines 
imposed  are  fi ve  hundred  dollars 
($500.00)  or  less.  (Reference  is  made  to 
.Rule  VI,  Section  39  and  84  and  to  Equity 
Floor  Procedure  Advice  1-A  for  review 
procedures  which  apply  to  Floor 
Citations.) 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the 
foregoing  proposed  rule  change  is  as 
follows: 

The  purpose  of  the  adoption  of  Rule 
XX  is  to  provide  for  a  uniform  and 
cohesive  rule  which  applies  to  all 
disciplinary  proceedings  at  the  PSE 
applicable  to  members,  member 
organizations,  allied  members  and  other 
associated  persons. 

The  proposed  rule  will  enable  the  PSE 
to  carry  out  its  responsibilities  as  a 
national  securities  exchange  more 
effectively  by  providing  a  written 
procedure  whereby  the  PSE  can  enforce 
compliance  by  its  members  and  persons 
associated  with  its  members,  with  the 
Secmities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  the 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder,  and 
the  rules,  policies,  and  procedures  of  the 
PSE.  This  rule  has  been  adopted  to 
further  promote  just  and  equitable 
principles  of  trade.  The  proposed  rule 
relates,  speciHcally,  to  Sections  6(b)(1) 
and  6(b)(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received  h-om  members,  participants 
or  others  on  the  proposed  rule  change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  imposes  no 
burden  on  competition. 

On  or  before  April  25, 1980,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons 
for  so  hnding  or  (ii)  as  to  which  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  written 
submissions  should  Hie  six  copies 
thereof  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  Securities  &  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Public  Reference  Room, 
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1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
April  11, 1980. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

March  14, 1980. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8654  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  SOIO-OI-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

(Proposed  License  No.  07/07-0083] 

A.  G.  Capital  Corp.;  Application  for  a 
License  to  Operate  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 
to  Section  107.102  of  the  Regulations 
governing  small  business  investment 
companies  (13  C.F.R.  Section  107.102 
(1979)),  under  the  name  of  A.  G.  Capital 
Corporation,  701  S.E.  Shurfine  Drive, 
Ankeny,  Iowa  50021,  for  a  license  to 
operate  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  (SBIC)  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Small  Business  Investment  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (the  Act),  (15  U.S.C 
661  et  seq.),  and  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 

The  proposed  officers,  directors  and 
sole  shareholder  of  the  Applicant  are  as 
follows: 

Robert  W.  Metge,  president,  director,  4005 

Pommel  Place,  West  Des  Moines,  Iowa 

50265 

Herbert  J.  Schares,  vice  president,  director, 

1155  6th  Street,  Jesup,  Iowa  50648 
Keith  E.  Jarman,  secretary,  treasurer,  director. 

718  N.W.  Greenwood,  Ankeny,  Iowa  50021 
Associated  Grocers  of  Iowa  Cooperative. 

Inc.,  sole  shareholder. 

There  will  be  one  class  stock 
authorized:  one  hundred  thousand 
shares  of  common  stock.  Initially  only 
50,500  shares  will  be  issued  with  a 
resultant  private  capital  of  $505,000. 
Applicant  proposes  to  conduct  its 
operations  principally  in  the  State  of 
Iowa. 

Applicant  intends  to  provide  financing 
mostly  to  independent  retail  grocery 
stores  in  Iowa,  southern  Minnesota,  and 
northern  Missouri. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA's 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  shareholders  and 


management,  and  the  probability  of 
successful  operation  of  the  new 
company  in  accordance  with  the  Act 
and  Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  (fifteen  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice), 
submit  to  SBA,  in  writing,  comments  on 
the  proposed  licensing  of  this  company. 
Any  such  communications  should  be 
addressed  to:  Associate  Administrator 
for  Finance  and  Investment  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  “L" 

Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be 
published  by  the  Applicant  in  a 
newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Ankeny,  Iowa. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  March  14, 1980, 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
and  Investment 

|FR  Doc.  80-8768  Filed  3-20-80;  B;4S  mb] 

BIU.INO  CODE  S025-01-II 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 

1801;  Amendment  No.  1] 

Arizona;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

The  above-numbered  Declaration  (See 
45  F.R.  13243)  is  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  President's  declaration  of 
February  19, 1980,  to  include  Mohave 
County  and  Fort  Apache  Indian 
Reservation  and  San  Carlos  Apache 
Indian  Reservation  in  the  State  of 
Arizona.  The  Small  Business 
Administration  will  accept  applications 
for  disaster  relief  loans  fi'om  disaster 
victims  in  the  above  named  county  and 
the  above  named  Indian  Reservations 
within  the  State  of  Arizona.  All  other 
information  remains  the  same,  i.e.,  the 
termination  dates  for  filing  applications 
for  physical  damage  is  close  of  business 
on  April  21, 1980,  and  for  economic 
injury  until  the  close  of  business  on 
November  19, 1980. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59006.) 

Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator, 

(FR  Doc.  80-8770  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  aa| 

BiUJNQ  CODE  S025-01-M 


[License  No.  02/02-5363] 

Capital  Investors  &  Management 
Corp.;  issuance  of  a  License  To 
Operate  as  a  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 

On  October  12, 1979,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (44  FR 
59032),  stating  that  Capital  Investors  & 
Management  Corporation,  located  at  3 
Pell  Street  Suite  2,  New  York,  New  York 
10013,  has  filed  an  application  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 
to  13  CFR  107.102  (1979),  for  a  license  to 
operate  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  under  the  provisions  of  Section 
301(d)  of  the  Small  Business  Investment 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended. 

The  period  for  comment  expired  on 
October  27, 1979,  and  no  significant 
comments  were  received. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  having 
considered  the  application  and  other 
pertinent  information,  SBA  has  issued 
License  No.  02/02-5363  to  Capital 
Investors  &  Management  Corporation. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies). 

Dated:  March  14, 1980 
Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 
and  Investment 

(FR  Doc.  80-8726  Filed  3-20-80;  S;46  «■] 

BIUING  CODE  8025-01-M 


[Proposed  License  No.  06/06-5232] 

Diversified  Investments,  Inc^ 
Application  for  a  License  To  Operate 
as  a  Section  301(d)  Licensee 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  been  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  pursuant 
to  S  107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
Section  301(d)  Licensees  (13  CFR 
107.102(1979)),  under  the  name  of 
Diversified  Investments,  Inc.,  Suite  104, 
1804  Staring  Lane,  Baton  Rouge, 
Louisiana  70810,  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  Section  301(d)  Licensee  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Small  Business 
Investment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.),  and  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
thereunder. 

The  proposed  officers,  directors  and 
shareholders  of  the  Applicant  are  as 
follows: 

Willie  Charles  Edwards.  D.C,  president, 
director  (10  percent),  1801  Staring  Lane. 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70610. 

Carl  Ronald  Stewart  vice  president  director 
(3  percent),  12571  Sherbrook  Avenue,  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana  70815. 

Ralph  Delano  Beal,  secretary,  director  (1.5 
percent),  3367  Charlotte  Drive.  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana  70614. 
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Zach  Henry  Rougon,  Jr^  treasurer,  director 
(20  percent).  Box  205,  Lakeland,  Louisiana 
70752. 

Charles  R.  Bernhard,  asst,  secretary  (20 
percent  shareholder),  890  Colonial  Drive, 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70806. 

Frances  Myrle  Arnold,  asst  treasurer  (1 
percent  shareholder),  2215  Hoyt  Drive, 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70816. 

Jacqueline  Patterson  Grogan,  director  (9.5 
percent  shareholder),  2080  N.  LobdeU 
Avenue,  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  70806. 
Diversifed  International,  Inc.  (30  percent 
shareholder),  1801  Staring  Lane,  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana  70810. 

David  Charles  Nicklas,  manager,  14236 
Woodland  Ridge  Avenue,  Baton  Rouge. 
Louisiana  70816. 

Diversified  International,  Inc.  is 
owned  50  percent  each  by  Dr.  W.  C. 
Edwards  and  Mr.  George  Grogan.  Stock 
Trustee,  P.O.  Box  2165,  Houma, 

Louisiana  70360. 

There  will  be  two  classes  of  stock 
authorized:  one  hundred  thousand 
shares  of  no  par  common  and  a  similar  . 
number  of  no  par  preferred.  The 
preferred  will  be  non-voting  stock. 
Initially  80,000  shares  of  the  common 
stock  will  be  issued  with  a  resultant 
private  capital  of  $800,000.  Applicant 
proposes  to  conduct  its  operations 
principally  in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

As  a  Section  301(d)  Licensee  the 
investment  policy  of  the  Applicant  will 
be  limited  to  making  investments  solely 
in  small  concerns  which  will  contribute 
to  a  well  balanced  national  economy  by 
facilitating  ownership  in  such  concerns 
by  persons  whose  participation  in  the 
free  enterprise  system  is  hampered 
because  of  social  or  economic 
disadvantage. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  shareholders  and 
management  and  the  probability  of 
successful  operation  of  the  new 
company  in  accordance  with  the  Act 
and  Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  (fifteen  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice), 
submit  to  SBA;  in  writing,  comments  on 
the  proposed  licensing  of  this  company. 
Any  such  communications  should  be 
addressed  to:  Associate  Administrator 
for  Finance  and  Investment,  Small 
Business  Administration,  1441  “L” 

Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be 
published  by  the  Applicant  in  a 
newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 


Dated:  March  14, 1980. 

Peter  F.  McNeish, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Finance 

and  Investment 

(FR  Ooc  SO-BTW  Filed  S-20-aO;  8:45  aal 

BIUJNO  CODE  S02S-01-II 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  Na 
1806] 

Pennsylvania;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

The  area  of  4th  and  Pine  Street  in  the 
City  of  Williamsport,  Lycoming  County, 
Pennsylvania,  constitutes  a  disaster 
area  because  of  damage  resulting  from  a 
fire  which  occurred  on  January  12, 1980. 
Eligible  persons  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  May  16. 1980,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  December  17, 1980,  at:  Small 
Business  Administration,  District  Office, 
East  Lobby — Suite  400,  One  Bala 
Cynwyd,  Plaza,  231  St.  Asaphs  Road, 
Bala  Cynwyd,  Pennsylvania  19004  or 
other  locally  announced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59008.)' 

Dated:  March  17. 1980. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  80.8771  Filed  5-20-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  M2S-01-M 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1808] 

Washington;  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

Clark  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Washington 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damage  caused  by  heavy  snowfall, 
blizzard  conditions  and  followed  by 
heavy  rainfall  which  occvirred  on 
January  11-12, 1980.  Eligible  persons, 
firms  and  organizations  may  file 
applications  for  loans  for  physical 
damage  until  the  close  of  business  on 
May  16. 1980,  and  for  economic  injury 
until  the  close  of  business  on  December 
17, 1980,  at:  Small  Business 
Administration,  District  Office,  Federal 
Building — Room  676, 1220  S.W.  Third 
Avenue,  Portland.  Oregon  97204  or  other 
locally  annmmced  locations. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008.) 

Dated:  March  17, 1980. 

A.  Vernon  Weaver, 

Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-8772  Filed  3-20.8a  8:46  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  8025-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearma 

[NotiCB  No.  80-2;  Reference:  ATF  O 
1100.122] 

Delegation  Order-f-Delegation  by  the 
Director  of  Certain  Authorities 
Relating  to  the  Right  to  Rnancial 
Privacy  Act  of  1978 

Delegation  Order 

1.  Purpose.  This  order  delegates 
certain  authorities  now  vested  in  the 
Director  by  Treasury  Department 
Directive  TD  90-22.A  to  Regulatory 
Enforcement  and'administrative 
personnel. 

2.  Scope.  This  directive  applies  to  the 
Office  of  Regulatory  Enforcement  and 
the  Office  of  Administration. 

3.  Background.  The  Right  to  Financial 
Privacy  Act  of  1978, 12  U.S.C.  3401-3422, 
Title  XI  of  the  Financial  Institutions 
Regulatory  and  Interest  Rate  Control 
Act  of  1978,  Public  Law  No.  95-630, 92 
Stat.  3641,  imposes  new  requirements  on 
Government  access  to  financial 
information  fix>m  financial  institutions 
and  other  Government  agencies.  At 
present,  all  functions  under  the  Act  are 
being  performed  by  the  Director.  This 
order  allows  certain  functions  to  be 
performed  by  those  officials  responsible 
for  related  action. 

4.  Delegations.  Under  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Director  by  Treasury 
Department  Directive  TD  90-22.A,  dated 
March  28, 1979,  the  authority  to  take 
final  action  on  the  following  matters  is 
delegated  to: 

a.  Regional  Regulatory 
Administrators.  The  following  acts 
should  be  carried  out  with  the  advice  of 
regional  counsel. 

(1)  To  apply  to  the  appropriate  U.S. 
attorney  who  may  petition  in  the  United 
States  district  court  for  delay  in  notice 
to  the  customer  and  to  issue  post-notice 
to  the  customer  that  there  has  been  a 
court-ordered  delay  imder  12  U.S.C 
3409. 

(2)  To  certify  that  delay  in  obtaining 
access  to  customer  financial  records  as 
required  by  the  special  procedures 
provision  in  12  U.S.C.  3414(b)  would 
create  imminent  danger  of  (a)  physical 
injury  to  any  person,  (b)  serious 
property  damage,  or  (c)  flight  to  avoid 
prosecution,  so  that  governmental 
access  to  customer  account  records'may 
lawfully  be  provided  by  the  financial 
institution. 

(3)  To  issue  administrative 
summonses,  otherwise  within  the 
regional  regulatory  administrator’s 
authority,  and  proper  notice  to  the 
customer  under  12  U.S.C.  3405. 
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(4)  To  issue  formal  written  requests 
and  proper  notice  to  the  customer  under 
12  U.S.C.  3408  and  31  CFR  Part  14. 

(5)  To  issue  notice  to  the  customer 
regarding  judicial  subpoenas  as  required 
by  12  U.S.C.  3407. 

(6)  To  transfer  customer  record 
information  to  another  agency  or 
department  and  to  issue  proper  notice  to 
the  customer  concerning  such  matters 
under  12  U.S.C.  3412. 

(7)  To  request  account  information 
under  12  U.S.C.  3413(g). 

(6)  To  issue  notice  to  the  customer 
that  no  legal  proceeding  is  contemplated 
as  required  in  12  U.S.C.  3410(d). 

(9)  To  certify  in  writing  to  a  financial 
institution  that  all  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Right  to  Financial  Privacy  Act  of 
1978  have  been  complied  with  under  12 
U.S.C.  3403(b). 

b.  Inspectors  (Regulatory 
Enforcement).  To  obtain  customer 
authorizations  given  under  12  U.S.C. 
3404(a)  and  to  certify  in  writing  under  12 
U.S.C.  3403(b)  that  all  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Right  to  Financial 
Privacy  Act  of  1978  have  been  complied 
with  regarding  customer-authorized 
disclosures. 

c.  Chief,  Paperwork  Management 
Branch.  To  gather  and  submit  to  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  for  inclusion  in 
the  annual  report  to  Congress  required 
by  12  U.S.C  3421(b),  information 
concerning  the  number  of  requests  for 
records  made  during  the  preceding 
calendar  year  according  to  type,  and 
other  related  information  pertinent  to 
the  implementation  of  the  Right  to 
Financial  Privacy  Act  of  1978. 

5.  Redelegation. 

a.  The  authorities  in  paragraphs  4a(l). 
4a(2).  4a(3),  4b,  and  4c  may  not  be 
redelegated. 

b.  The  authorities  in  paragraphs  4a(4), 
4a(5),  4a(6),  4a(7),  4a(8)  and  4a(9)  may  ^ 
redelegated  but  not  lower  than  the 
position  of  chief,  technical  services,  or 
chief,  field  operations. 

6.  Information.  Contact  the  Procedures 
Branch.  1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 

NW..  Washington.  DC  20226,  202-568- 
7602. 

7.  Effective  date.  This  order  becomes 
elective  on  March  21, 1980. 

8.  Approval.  March  4, 1980. 

G.  R.  Dickerson, 

Director. 

|FR  Doc.  80-«745  Filed  3-20-80: 8:45  am| 

BILUNO  CODE  4110-31-11 


OFFICE  OF  THE  U.S.  TRADE 
REPRESENTATIVE 

Trade  Policy  Staff  Committee 

International  Copper  Market 
Stabilization  Issues;  Hearing 

Date:  April  11. 1980. 

Place:  Room  730, 1800  G  Street  N.W^ 
Washington,  D.C  20506. 

Time:  9:30  am-12:00  noon;  1:30  pm-4:30  pm. 
Contact:  Hiram  Lawrence — (202)  395-7203. 
Subject:  The  effect  of  Copper  Price 
Stabilization  Measures  on  U.S.  Consumers 
and  Industry. 

Since  1976,  the  United  States  has 
participated  in  a  series  of  international 
discussions  on  a  price  stabilization 
arrangement  for  copper  conducted  at 
Geneva,  Switzerland,  under  the  auspices 
of  the  United  Nations.  Proposals  have 
been  made  by  some  national  delegations 
that  a  conference  be  convened  to 
negotiate  an  international  agreement 
which  would  seek  to  stabilize  the  price 
of  copper  between  agreed  floor  and 
ceiling  prices.  Some  delegations  present 
at  the  discussions  have  advocated  price 
stabilization  by  means  of  a  buffer  stock 
alone,  while  others  favor  a  buffer  stock 
in  conjunction  with  controls  on 
production  or  exports.  Other  delegations 
have  indicated  that  they  do  not  believe 
a  copper  price  stabilization  agreement  is 
desirable. 

In  order  to  assist  in  formulating  the 
position  of  the  United  States 
Government  on  these  issues,  the  Trade 
Policy  Staff  Committee  will  hold  a 
hearing  to  obtain  views  and  comments 
from  the  U.S.  public,  particularly 
consumers  and  industry,  on  the 
desirability  and  feasibility  of 
international  price  stabilization 
measures  for  copper. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  in  20  copies  with  the 
Office  of  the  United  States  Trade 
Representative  in  accordance  with 
Chapter  20,  section  2003.2  of  Title  15  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  To  the 
extent  that  time  permits,  the  Hearing 
Chairman  will  allow  public  presentation 
of  oral  statements  at  the  hearing, 
summarizing  the  points  made  in  the 
written  submission  mentioned  above. 
Those  wishing  to  present  an  oral 
summary  of  their  statement  should 
submit  a  written  request  along  with  their 
statement  no  later  than  April  4, 1980,  to 
Carolyn  Frank,  Secretary,  Trade  Policy 
Staff  Committee,  Room  735, 1800  G 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Ann  Hughes, 

Acting  Chairman,  Trade  Policy  Staff 
Committee. 

|FR  Doc.  80-6749  Filed  3-20-80: 8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  3190-01-M 


Determination  Regarding  the 
Application  of  Certain  International 
Agreements 

This  notice  modifies  the  determination 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  4, 1980  (45  FR 1181)*  to  reflect 
additional  signatories  to  the 
international  agreements  negotiated  in 
the  Tokyo  Round  of  Multilateral  Trade 
Negotiations. 

Paragraph  3  of  Presidential 
Determination  Regarding  the 
Acceptance  and  Application  of  Certain 
International  Trade  Agreements,  signed 
December  14. 1979  (44  FR  74784), 
delegates  the  functions  of  the  President 
under  section  2(b)  of  the  Trade 
Agreements  Act  of  1979  (“the  Act”)  and 
701(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  by  section  101  of  the  Act.  to 
the  United  States  Trade  Representative 
(so  designated  by  section  1-105  of 
Executive  Order  12188)  who  shall 
exercise  such  authority  with  the  advice 
of  the  Trade  Policy  Committee. 

Now,  therefore,  I,  Reubin  O’D.  Askew, 
United  States  Trade  Representative,  in 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  the  Act  (93  Stat.  147), 
section  701  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  effecive  January  1, 1980  (93 
Stat.  151),  and  paragraph  3  of 
Presidential  Determination  Regarding 
the  Acceptance  and  Application  of 
Certain  International  Trade  Agreements 
(44  FR  74781),  do  hereby  determine, 
effective  on  March  17, 1980,  that: 

1.  a.  With  respect  to  the  Agreement  on 
Interpretation  and  Application  of  Article 
VI.  XVI  and  XXffl  of  the  General 
Agreement  on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (the 
“Subsidies  Code”),  the  following 
countries  have  also  accepted  the 
obligations  of  the  Agreement  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  and  should 
not  otherwise  be  denied  the  benefits  of 
the  Agreement: 

Uruguay 

Norway 

In  accordance  with  section  701(b)(1) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
effective  January  1. 1970  (93  Stat.  151), 
each  of  these  coimtries  will  be 
considered  a  “country  under  the 
Agreement”, 

With  regard  to  Norway,  this 
determination  supercedes  the 
determination  made  with  respect  to 
Norway  in  paragraph  1(b)  of  the 
determination  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  4, 1980  (45  FR  1182). 

b.  In  accordance  with  section  701(b)(2) 
of  the  tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 


*A  complete  list  of  signatories  to  the  agreements 
negotiated  in  the  Multilateral  Trade  Negotiations 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Public  Affairs  Office, 
United  States  Trade  Representative.  1600  G  Street 
NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 
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elective  January  1, 1980  (93  Stat.  151), 
Pakistan  has  assumed  obligations  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  which  are 
substantially  equivalent  to  obligations 
under  the  Agreement  and  will  be 
considered  a  “country  under  the 
Agreement”  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  that  section. 

2.  With  respect  to  the  Agreement  on 
Implementation  of  Article  VI  of  the 
General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and 
Trade,  Brazil  was  previously  determined 
to  have  accepted  the  Agreement  with 
respect  to  the  United  States  (45  FR 1181). 
However,  Brazil’s  acceptance  provided 
that  it  would  be  elective  only  after 
certain  conditions  were  fulHlled. 

Because  those  conditions  have  not  yet 
been  fulfilled,  the  determination  that 
Brazil  has  accepted  the  Agreement  is 
hereby  revoked. 

3.  With  respect  to  the  Agreement  on 
technical  Barriers  to  Trade,  the 
following  countries  have  also  accepted 
the  Agreement  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  and  should  not  otherwise 
be  denied  the  beneHts  of  the  Agreement: 

Denmark,  except  with  respect  to  the  Faroe 
Islands 
Norway 

4.  With  respect  to  the  Agreement  on 
import  Licensing  Procedures,  the 
following  countries  have  also  accepted 
the  Agreement  with  respect  to  the 
United  States  and  should  not  otherwise 
be  denied  the  beneHts  of  the  Agreement: 

Hungary 
Norway 
South  Ahica 

5.  With  respect  to  the  International 
Dairy  Arrangement,  the  following 
countries  have  also  accepted  the 
Agreement  and  should  not  otherwise  be 
denied  the  beneHts  of  the  Agreement: 

Australia 

Norway 

6.  With  respect  to  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  Bovine  Meat,  the  following 
countries  also  have  accepted  the 
Agreement  and  should  not  otherwise  be 
denied  the  beneHts  of  the  Agreement: 

Australia 

Brazil 

Norway 

Reubin  O’D.  Askew,’ 

United  States  Trade  Representative. 

March  17. 1980. 

|FR  Doc.  sa^ssae  Filed  3-20-aO;  a4S  am] 

BILUNO  COOe  S190-01-M 


Public  Hearings  on  Synthetic  Fiber 
Quotas 

On  February  19, 1980  the  European 
Communities  gave  notice  that  it  was 
imposing  quotas  on  imports  of  polyester 


filament  yam  and  polyamid  (nylon) 
carpet  yams  into  the  United  Kingdom. 
Quotas  of  9,053  tons  on  polyester 
filament  yam  and  7,500  tons  on 
polyamid  carpet  yam  were  set  to  apply 
to  imports  from  certain  third  countries 
during  1980.  Exports  from  the  United 
States  into  the  United  Kingdom  that 
have  traditionally  accounted  for  a 
signiHcant  portion  of  such  imports,  will 
be  subject  to  those  quotas. 

The  United  States  has  begun 
consultations  with  the  European 
Communities  as  provided  for  under  the 
General  Agreement  on  Tariffs  and 
Trade  (GATT).  These  consultations  are 
aimed  at  resolving  differences  and 
restoring  the  balance  of  concessions  at 
the  highest  possible  level.  'The  United 
States  requested  that  the  European 
Communities  reduce  import  duties  on 
certain  products  of  interest  to  the  United 
States  in  order  to  maintain  the  balance 
of  trade  concessions.  These 
consultations  continue.  If  an  appropriate 
resolution  of  the  issues  involved  in  the 
consultations  is  not  forthcoming,  the 
United  States  is  authorized  under  the 
GATT  to  suspend,  with  respect  to 
United  Kingdom  or  European 
Commimity  trade,  substantially 
equivalent  concessions  or  other 
obligatons  under  the  GATT  the 
suspension  of  which  the  Contracting 
Parties  to  the  GATT  do  not  disapprove. 

Under  Section  125  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974  (19  U.S.C.  2135)  the  President  is 
authorized  whenever  any  foreign 
country  or  instrumentality  withdraws, 
suspends,  or  modifies  the  application  of 
trade  agreement  obligations  of  benefit  to 
the  United  States  wi^out  granting 
adequate  compensation,  to  withdraw, 
suspend  or  modify  the  application  of 
substantially  equivalent  trade 
agreement  obligations  of  beneBt  to  such 
foreign  country  or  instrumentality  and 
proclaim  such  increased  duties  or  import 
restrictions  as  are  appropriate  to  effect 
adequate  compensation  from  such 
foreign  countiy  or  instrumentality. 

Before  taking  any  such  action  to 
restore  the  balance  of  obligations  the 
President  is  required  to  provide  for 
public  hearings  at  which  time  interested 
persons  will  b^e  given  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  be  present,  to  produce 
evidence  and  to  be  heard,  imless  he 
determines  that  prior  hearings  will  be 
contrary  to  the  national  interest  because 
of  the  need  for  expeditious  action. 

The  United  States  Trade 
Representative  will  conduct  public 
hearings  in  satisfaction  of  Section  125  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  beginning  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  Thursday,  April  3, 1980  in  room 
730, 1800  G  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Actions  which  are  under 
consideration  to  restore  the  balance  of 


concessions  and  obligations  should 
adequate  compensation  not  be 
forthcoming  and  should  such 
withdrawal  be  determined  to  be 
appropriate  and  necessary  will  be 
available  from  Mr.  Peter  Murphy,  Office 
of  the  USTR,  Room  712, 1800  G  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20506. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  views  on  the  actions  under 
consideration  and  other  possible 
actions,  bearing  in  mind  that  to  the 
maximum  extent  feasible  it  is  desired  to 
consider  actions  that  would  restore  the 
balance  of  concessions  between  the 
United  Kingdom/European  Communities 
and  the  United  States  within  the  sector 
affected  by  the  subject  quotas. 

The  heaings  will  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  regulations  codified  at 
15  CFR  2003.2-2003.6.  Written  briefs  in 
20  copies  must  be  submitted  no  later 
than  12:00  noon.  Tuesday,  April  1, 1980 
to:  Carolyn  Frank,  Office  of  the  United 
States  Trade  Representative,  Room  735, 
1800  G  Street,  N.W..  Washington,  D.C. 
20506.  Written  requests  to  present 
optional  oral  testimony  at  the  hearings 
must  be  submitted  by  or  before  the  close 
of  business  Friday,  March  28, 1980.  Oral 
testimony  will  be  limited  to  a  summary 
of  the  written  submission. 

John  E.  Ray, 

Assistant  United  States  Trade 
Representative. 

pit  Doc.  80-S88S  Filed  3-Z0-80;  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  C006  3190-01-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

•• 

National  Memorial  Cemetery  of  the 
Pacific;  Availability  of  Revised  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
document  entitled  “Revised  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
National  Memorial  Cemetery  of  the 
Pacific,  Honolulu,  Hawaii,”  dated  March 
1980,  has  been  prepared  as  required  by 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969. 

The  preferred  course  of  action  is  to 
develop  the  existing  Naticnal  Cemetery 
as  conceptually  delineated  in  a  revised 
master  plan  study.  Elements  of  this 
revised  conceptual  master  plan  include: 
an  administra five/ visitor  center;  garden 
crypt/columbarium  facilities;  expanded 
service  facility;  and  site  improvements 
at  the  Punchbowl  Overlook.  There  are 
several  additional  minor  projects,  but 
the  above  listing  is  the  most  significant 

The  Veterans  Administration  is 
issuing  this  revised  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  in  response  to 
comments  received  on  the  original  draft 
EIS  dated  July  1979.  As  a  result  of 
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serious  public  concern  about  the  paiicing 
facility,  this  element  of  the  master  plan 
was  deleted.  The  revised  master  plan 
also  eliminates  the  mini-bus/train 
element. 

The  revised  Draft  Statement 
discussed  the  potential  environmental 
impact  of  the  revised  master  plan  for  the 
existing  National  Cemetery  as  identified 
above  and  the  impact  of  the  alternatives 
to  this  action.  The  document  is  being 
placed  for  public  examination  in  the 
Veterans  Administration  ofhce  in 
Washington,  D.C.  Persons  wishing  to 
examine  this  report  or  to  request  a  copy 
can  do  so  at  the  following  office:  Mr. 
Willard  Sitler,  P.E.,  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs  (004A),  Room 
1018,  Veterans  Administration,  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 

D. C.  20420. 

Dated:  March  14, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Maury  S.  Cralle,  Jr., 

Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  for  Financial 
Management  and  Construction. 

|FR  Doc.  80-6633  Filed  3-20-60;  6:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  8320-01-M  * 

Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center,  Bath,  N.Y,,  208'Bed 
Domiciliary;  Proposed  Action 

The  Veterans  Administration 
proposed  to  construct  a  208-bed 
domiciliary  at  the  Veterans 
Administration  Medical  Center  (VAMC), 
Bath,  New  York.  The  domiciliary  will 
consist  of  two,  two-story  bedroom  units 
and  a  one-story  support  unit  with  a  total 
net  square  footage  of  93,362. 

The  VA  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  a  critical  action  as  defined  by 

E. 0. 11988.  As  such,  it  should  be  outside 
the  500  year  floodplain.  However,  the 
500  year  floodplain  has  not  been 
established  at  the  project  location.  The 
VA  has  consulted  with  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  Baltimore  District  and  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency,  Regional  Director  for  Federal 
Insurance  and  Hazard  Mitigation  in 
defining  the  known  limits  of  the  500  year 
floodplain  and  determining  the  probable 
flood  hazard  and  impact  of  the  proposed 
project  on  the  floodplain.  Available 
information  indicates  that  there  is  a 
possibility  that  the  project  site  is  near 
the  limit  of  the  500  year  floodplain. 
However,  if  the  project  does  fall  within 
the  floodplain,  it  is  estimated  that  it  will 
not  adversely  affect  the  floodplain.  As 
part  of  the  floodplain  management 
program  of  the  facility,  consideration 
has  been  given  to  protection  of  life  and 
property  during  major  floods.  The 
potential  for  flooding  will  be  considered 
in  the  design  of  the  building.  The 


proposed  project  is  construction  of  the 
new  domiciliary  between  the  existing 
domiciliary  (building  26]  which  is  to  be 
demolished,  and  Gettysburg  Avenue.  It 
is  planned  to  have  a  first  floor  elevation 
of  1127  feet  above  mean  sea  level. 
Functionally,  the  building  must  be 
connected  to  the  adjacent  Recreation 
and  Theater  building  no.  92  and  the 
other  existing  domiciliary  building  no. 

34.  Since  other  locations  are  functionally 
impractical,  it  was  decided  to  site  the 
building  in  the  proposed  location  and 
consider  flood  hazard  mitigation  in  the 
design. 

In  view  of  the  above  mentioned 
planning  actions  and  the  remote 
location  of  the  project  from  the  river 
channel  (400  feet),  it  is  the  conclusion 
of  the  VA  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  increase  in  the  elevation  of 


These  meetings  will  be  for  the  purpose 
of  evaluating  scientific  merit  of  research 
conducted  in  each  specialty  by  Veterans 
Administration  investigators  working  in 
Veterans  Administration  hospitals  and 
clinics. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the 
rooms  at  the  start  of  each  meeting  to 
discuss  the  general  status  of  the 
program.  All  of  the  Merit  Review  Board 
meetings  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
after  approximately  one-half  hour  from 
the  start,  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  intitial,  and  renewal 
research  projects. 

The  closed  portion  of  the  meetings 
involve:  discussion,  examination. 


flood  waters  due  to  this  project. 

The  VA  is  soliciting  comments  fix>m 
state  and  local  levels.  The  comment 
period  will  be  open  until  April  21, 1980. 
This  Notice  of  Proposed  Action  is  in 
compliance  with  the  announcement 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  11988, 
Floodplain  Management  Guidelines 
(February  1978). 

Comments  on  this  action  should  be 
addressed  to: 

Mr.  William  A.  Salmond,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Construction  (08), 
Veterans  Administration,  810  Vermont 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C  20420. 
Dated:  March  11, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Maury  S.  Cralle,  Jr., 

Assistant  Deputy  Administrator  for  Financial 
Management  and  Construction. 

(PR  Doc.  80-8634  Filed  3-20-60;  ft45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  S320-01-M 


reference  to,  and  oral  review  of  site 
visits,  staff  and  consultant  critiques  of 
research  protocols,  and  similar 
documents.  During  this  portion  of  the 
meeting,  discussion  and 
recommendations  will  deal  with 
qualifications  of  personnel  conducting 
the  studies,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy,  as  well -as 
research  information,  the  premature 
disclosure  of  which  would  be  likely  to 
significantly  frustrate  implementation  of 
proposed  agency  action  regarding  such 
research  projects.  Closure  of  these 
meetings  is  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d]  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
as  amended  by  Public  Law  94-^09,  and 


Medical  Research  Service  Merit  Review  Boards;  Meetings 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives  notice  pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463  of 
meetings  of  the  following  Merit  Review  Boards: 

Merit  reveiw  board  Date  Tune  Lxtcation  • 


Neurobiology _ _ _  Apr.  3,  1980 _ _ 

Do . . . . .  Apr.  4, 1980 - 

Alcoholism  and  drug  deperKlence Apr.  8, 1980 

Behavioral  sciences . .  Apr.  9, 1980 _ 

Do . Apr.  10.  1960 _ 

Nephrology _ _ _ _ _  Afx.  20. 1980 _ 

Surgery _  Apr.  22,  1980 _ 

Basic  sctenoes. _ Apr.  24, 1960 _ 

Do _ _ Apr.  25. 1960 _ 

Do . Apr.  26.  1960 _ 

Immunology . . . . . .  Apr.  30,  1960™. _ 


Oncology - 

Gastroenterology _ 

Endocrinology _ _ 

Hermatology . . . . 

Infectious  diseases . 

Cardiovascular  studies  _ _ 

Respiration _ _ _ _ _ 


May  1. 1960 _ 

MayZ  1960 _ 

May's.  1960 _ 

May  8.  1980 _ 

May  9.  1960 _ 

May  10. 1980 _ 

May  13. 1980 _ 


.  7  p.m.  to  11  p.m . 

8  am.  to  5  p.m _ 

_....do - 

. do _ 

8:30  am.  to  5  p.m... 
8  am.  to  5  p.m - 

7  p.m.  toll  p.m _ _ 

8  am.  to  5  p.m _ 

. do . 

7  p.m.  toll  p.m . 

8  am.  to  5  p.m _ _ 

. 4to _ 

12  noon  to  7  p.m _ 

8  am.  to  5  p.m - 


..  Presidential  Room,  Holiday  Inn. ' 
Do. 

_  Room  A-53,  VA  Central  Office.  * 
Do. 

Do. 

International  Hotel,  New  Orleans.  ’ 
Room  A-53,  VA  Central  Office. 
Caucus  Room,  Holiday  Inn. 

Oo. 

Do. 

Presidential  Room,  Holiday  Irm. 

Oo. 

Room  A-53,  VA  Central  Office. 

Oo. 

Do. 

Do. 

Room  E-130,  Shoreham  Hotel.  • 
Room  A-3S,  VA  Central  Office. 
Room  A-53,  VA  Central  Office. 


'  Hofiday  Inn,  Rhode  Island  Avenue  NW.  Washington,  DC  20005. 

’VA  Central  Office,  810  Vermont  Avenue  NW,  Washington,  DC  20420. 
’International  Hotel,  300  Canal  Street,  New  Orleans,  LA  70140. 
’Shoreham  Hotel,  2500  Calvert  Street  NW,  Washington,  DC  20008. 
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subsections  552b(c](6)  and  (9)(6)  of  title 
5,  United  States  Code. 

Because  of  the  limited  seating 
capacity  of  the  rooms,  those  who  plan  to 
attend  should  contact  Mr.  Howard  M. 
Berman,  Acting  Chief,  Program 
Development  and  Review  Division, 
Medical  Research  Service,  Veterans 
Administration,  Washington,  DC,  (202- 
389-5065)  at  least  five  days  prior  to  each 
meeting.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  and 
rosters  of  the  members  of  the  Boards 
may  be  obtained  from  this  source. 

Dated:  March  12, 1980. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  80-872.S  Filed  3-20-80;  8:45  am] 
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(M-274,  Arndt.  1,  Mar.  18. 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Deletion  of  items  from  the  March  20, 
1980,  Meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  date:  1  p.m.,  March  20. 1980. 

place:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20428. 

subject: 

13.  Docket  33789,  Petition  of  Air  Florida  for 
reconsideration  of  Order  79-11-103.  (BDA) 

14.  Docket  36357.  Altair  Airlines,  Inc.; 
Docket  37424,  Air  New  England.  Inc.;  Docket 
37380,  Big  Sky  Airlines:  Docket  37401,  New 
Haven  Airways,  Inc.;  Docket  37618,  Imperial 
Airlines;  Docket  37667,  Mid-South  Aviation, 
Inc.;  Docket  37287,  Sky  West  Aviation,  Inc.; 
Altair  requests  reconsideration  of  its 
exemption  from  Part  250  granted  in  Order  ^ 
12-161.  The  other  carriers  request  similar 
exemption  from  Part  250.  (BDA) 

STATUS:  Open. 

person  to  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Items  13 
and  14  are  being  deleted  because 
additional  time  is  needed  for  staff 
preparation  and  for  coordination  with 
other  Bureaus.  Accordingly,  the 
following  Members  have  voted  that 
Items  13  and  14  be  deleted  from  the 
March  20, 1980  agenda  and  that  no 
earlier  announcement  of  these  deletions 
was  possible: 

Chairman.  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 


Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

(S-SSl-SO  Filed  3-19-SO;  2di2  pml 
BILUNQ  CODE  632(M)1-M 
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IM-274;  Arndt  2,  Apr.  18, 1980] 
aVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Closure  and  addition  of  item  to  the 
March  20, 1980,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  date:  March  2a  1980. 

PLACE:  Room  1027  Open),  Room  1012 
(Closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
subject:  25.  Consultations  with  Ireland 
scheduled  to  begin  March  25, 1980  in 
Washington. 

STATUS:  Open  (items  1-24),  Closed  (item 
25). 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary.  (202)  673-5068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
are  upcoming  consultations  with  Ireland 
and  in  order  to  formulate  a  coordinated 
U.S.  Ckjvemment  position,  the  Board 
Members  have  voted  that  agency 
business  requires  that  the  Board  meet  on 
this  item  on  less  than  seven  days’  notice 
because  staff  work  was  not  completed 
at  this  time  and  that  no  earlier 
announcement  of  the  meeting  ws 
possible: 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

This  memo  concerns  strategy  and 
positions  that  have  been  or  may  be 
taken  by  the  United  States  in 
negotiations  with  Ireland.  Public 
disclosures,  particularly  to  foreign 
governments,  of  opinions,  evaluations, 
and  strategies  relating  to  the  issues 
could  seriously  compromise  the  ability 
of  the  United  States  Delegation  to 
achieve  agreements  which  would  be  in 
the  best  interest  of  the  United  States. 
Accordingly,  the  following  Members 
have  voted  that  the  meeting  on  this 
subject  would  involve  matters  the 
premature  disclosure  of  which  would  be 
likely  to  significantly  frustrate 
implementation  of  proposed  agency 
action  within  the  meaning  of  the 
exemption  provided  under  5  U.S.C 
552b(c)(9)(b)  and  14  CFR  Section 
3106.5(i)(2)  and  that  any  meeting  on  this 
item  should  be  closed 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 


Persons  Expected  To  Attend 
Board  Members. — Chairman,  Marvin  S. 
Cohen;  Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey:  and 
Member.  George  A.  Dailey. 

Assistants  to  Board  Members. — Mr.  David 
Kirstein,  Mr,  Vance  Fort  and  Mr.  Stephen 
H.  Lachler. 

Managing  Director. — ^Mr.  Cressworth  Lander. 
Executive  Assistant  to  the  Managing 
Director. — Mr.  John  R.  Hancock. 

Bureau  of  International  Aviation. — Mr.  Daniel 
M.  Kasper,  Mr.  Douglas  V.  Leister,  Mr. 
Joseph  R.  Chesen,  Mr.  Francis  Murphy,  Mr. 
Daniel  Hedges,  Mr.  Herbert  P.  Aswall,  and 
Mr.  Keith  Shangraw. 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel. — Ms.  Mary 
Mclnnis  Schuman  and  Mr.  Michael  Schopf. 
Bureau  of  Domestic  Aviation. — Mr.  Mark  S. 
Kahan. 

Office  of  Economic  Analysis. — Mr.  Robert  H. 

Frank  and  Mr.  David  Sibley. 

Bureau  of  (Donsumer  Protection. — Mr.  John  T. 
Golden  and  Ms.  Patricia  J.  Kennedy. 

General  Counsel  Certification 

I  certify  that  this  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  the  public  imder  5  U.S.C. 
552b(cJ(9)(b)  and  14  CFR  Section 
3106.5(i)(2)  and  that  the  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  public  observation: 

Mary  Mclnnis  Schuman, 

General  Counsel. 

|S-S82-«)  Fllad  3-19-80;  2:52  pm] 
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(M-274:  Arndt.  3,  Mar.  18, 1980) 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Deletion  of  item  from  the  March  20, 
1980,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  date:  1  p.m.,  March  20, 1980. 
place:  Room  1027  (Open),  Room  1012 
(Closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT.  18.  Docket  23080-2  and  37294, 
Priority  and  Nonpriority  Domestic 
Service  Mail  Rates  Investigation.  (BDA) 
STATUS:  Open  (items  1-24).  Closed  (item 
25). 

PERSON  TO  contact:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Item  18 
is  being  deleted  in  order  to  provide  the 
Board  members  adequate  time  to 
consider  the  issues  involved  in  this 
matter.  Accordingly,  the  following 
Members  have  voted  that  Item  18  be 
deleted  from  the  March  20, 1980  agenda 
and  that  no  earlier  announcement  of  this 
deletion  was  possible: 

Chairman,  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
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Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

(S-S»-aO  Filed  3-19-80;  2:52  pmj 
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[M<274;  Arndt  4,  Mar.  18. 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Deletion  of  item  from  the  March  20, 
1980,  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  1  p.m.,  March  20, 1980, 
place:  Room  1027  (Open),  Room  1012 
(Closed),  1825  Connecticut  Avenue  NW„ 
.Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
subject:  22.  Docket  36916,  Application 
of  Redcoat  Air  Cargo  Limited  for 
Foreign  charter  air  carrier  permit  to 
carry  cargo  between  the  United  States 
and  the  United  Kingdom.  (BIA,  OGC, 
BALI) 

STATUS:  Open  (items  1-24).  Closed  (item 
25). 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT.  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary.  (202)  673-5068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Item  22 
is  being  deleted  because  of  the  necessity 
for  additional  review  by  the  staff. 
Changes  are  required  due  to  recent 
diplomatic  negotiations  with  the  United 
Kingdom.  Accordingly,  the  following 
Members  have  voted  that  Item  22  be 
deleted  from  the  March  20, 1980,  agenda 
and  that  no  earlier  announcement  of  this 
deletion  was  possible: 

Chairman  Marvin  S.  Cohen, 

Member,  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member,  Gloria  Schaffer 

IS-S84-80  Filed  3-19-80;  2:52  pm| 

BILUNG  CODE  SSZO-OI-M 
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(M-274;  Arndt  5.  Mar.  19, 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Change  of  time*  for  the  March  20, 
1980,  meeting. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  12:30  p.m.,  March  20. 
1980. 

PLACE:  Room  1027  (Open),  Room  1012 
(Closed).  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 

NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT  See  M-274  dated  March  13, 
1980. 

STATUS:  Open  (items  1-24).  Closed  (item 
25). 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  Phylli's  T.  Kaylor, 
the  Secretary.  (202)  673-5068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATON:  *Closed 
Item  (item  25)  will  be  taken  up  first 
instead  of  last 

IS-58S-80  Filed  3-19-80;  2:52  pm] 

BILUNQ  CODE  e320-01-M 
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(M-275;  Mar.  18. 1980] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  March  25. 

1980. 

PLACE:  Room  1027, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
SUBJECT 

1.  Ratification  of  Items  adopted  by 
notation. 

2.  Dockets  37336  and  37337,  Applications  of 
Texas  International  Airlines  and  Dockets 
37455  and  37456,  Continental  Air  Lines  for 
certiffcate  and  exemption  authority  on 
certain  San  Antionio-Mexico  routes.  BIA, 
OGC.  BALJ) 

3.  Dockets  36473  and  36175,  Excess  baggage 
charges  filed  by  Qantas  Airways,  Ltd.,  for 
passenger  baggage  moving  between  San 
Francisco  and  Honolulu  on  international 
flights  (BIA,  BDA,  OGC) 

4.  Docket  32660,  lATA  agreements 
readopting  a  piece-related  baggage  system 
for  use  between  the  U.S./Canada  and  South 
America  and  a  weight  related  system  for  use 
in  other  world  areas  except  to/from  U.S. 
territories.  (Memo  #9546,  BIA) 

5.  Docket  37288,  Alitalia's  petition  for 
reconsideration  of  Order  79-12-208, 

December  18, 1979,  suspending  its  Boston- 
Milan  normal  economy  fare  increases.  (Memo 
#9360-B.  BIA) 

6.  Transatlantic  fare  increases  proposed  by 
Aerlinte  and  British  Airways.  (BIA,  BDA) 

7.  Docket  36632,  Petition  of  Air  Florida  for 
Reconsideration  of  Order  79-12-117.  (BIA 
OGC) 

6.  Merger  applications.  (OGC) 

9.  Docket  31400,  Colorado  Ski  Points 
Investigation.  Order  on  review  retaining 
Frontier  Airlines'  subsidy  eligibility  in  the 
Denver-Gunnison  and  Dehver-Hayden/ 
Steamboat  Springs  markets.  (OGC) 

10.  Docket  32747,  Application  of  Air  North, 
Inc.  (OGC) 

11.  Docket  EAS-631,  Appeal  of  Essential 
Air  Service  Determination  for  Sheridan, 
Wyoming.  (OGC.  OCCR,  BDA) 

12.  Dockets  35908  and  36204,  Essential  Air 
Service  at  Clearfield/Philipsburg,  PA.  (Memo 
#9105-A.  BDA.  OCCR.  OGC.  BCAA) 

13.  Docket  EAS-436,  Essential  Air  Service 
Determination  at  Presque  Isle,  Maine.  (BDA) 

14.  Dockets  36930  and  EAS  650 — United  Air 
Lines'  notice  of  intent  to  suspeAd  service  in 
the  Youngstown,  Ohio— Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  market  under  section  401(j)(2) 
of  the  Act.  (Memo  #9310-A,  BDA,  OCCR) 

15.  Docket  37716,  Scheduled  Skyways' 
notice  of  intent  to  suspend  service  at 
Harrison,  Arkansas.  (BDA) 

16.  Dockets  36508  and  EAS-341,  Air  Illinois' 
notice  of  intent  to  terminate  service  at  El 
Dorado/Camden,  Arkansas.  (BDA) 

17.  Dockets  23080-2  and  37294,  Priority  and 
Nonpriority  Domestic  Service  Mail  Rates 
Investigation.  (Memo  No.  7673-1,  BDA) 

18.  Dockets  37732  and  37734.  Notice  of 
Intent  of  Air  New  Mexico,  Inc.,  to  suspend  air 
service  and  joint  fares  at  Alamogordo  and 
Silver  City,  New  Mexico.  (BDA) 

status:  Open. 


PERSON  TO  CONTACT  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary,  (202)  673-5068. 

(S-586-80  Filed  3-19-80;  2:52  pm] 

BILUNO  CODE  6320-01-M 
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COMMODITY  CREDIT  CORPORATION. 

TME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  March  28, 1980. 
place:  Room  218-A,  Administration 
Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Minutes  of  CCC  board  meeting  on 
December  21, 1979. 

2.  Minutes  of  CCC  board  meeting  on 
January  30, 1980. 

3.  Docket  VCP  110a  re:  1980-crop  flaxseed 
purchase  program. 

4.  Docket  UCP  98a,  Amendment  1  re:  Milk 
price  support  program,  1979-80. 

5.  Docket  CZ  161a,  Revision  4,  Amendment 
2,  re:  Policies  for  collection,  settlement,  and 
adjustment  of  certain  claims  by  or  against 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

6.  Resolution  17,  Amendment  1,  CZ  266  re: 
Commodities  available  for  Public  Law  480 
during  fiscal  year  1980. 

(S-S73-80  Filed  3-19-80: 10:53  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  3410-OS-M 
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FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  NO.  505. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  DATE  AND  TIME: 

Tuesday,  March  18, 1980,  at  10  a.m. 

CHANGE  IN  MEETING:  The  Executive 
Session  scheduled  for  the  above  date 
was  cancelled  due  to  a  power  failure 
throughout  the  building  in  which  the 
meeting  was  to  be  held. 

The  meeting  is  rescheduled  for 
Thursday.  March  20, 1980  following  the 
open  meeting  of  that  date. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Public  Information 
Officer,  Telephone:  202-523-4065. 
Marjorie  W.  Emmons, 

Secretary  to  the  Commission. 

(S-57S-80  Filed  3-19-80;  2:05  pm) 

BILLING  CODE  671S-01-M 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT.  45  FR  17111, 
March  17, 1980. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  MEETING:  10  a.m..  March  19, 1980. 

CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING:  The  following 
item  has  been  added: 
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Item  No.,  Docket  No.,  and  Company 

CAM-4  GP80-58,  State  of  Ohio,  Jerry  Moore, 
Inc.,  Huber  A.  Brenley  #1  Well,  State  File 
No.  06147,  ID79-018408. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IS-571-80  Filed  3-19-80;  10:23'aml 
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FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  March  26, 

1980. 

PLACE:  1700  G  Street  NW.,  Sixth  Floor, 
Washington,  D.C. 

STATUS:  Open  meeting, 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Marshall  (202-377- 

6677). 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Application  for  Branch  Offlce. — Auburn 
Federal  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Auburn,  Ind. 

Apphcation  for  Branch  Office. — First  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association  of  Broward 
County,  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla. 

Application  for  Branch  Office. — First  Savings 
and  Loan  Association  of  Anderson, 
Anderson,  S.C. 

Concurrent  Consideration  of  Branch  Office 
Applications. — Home  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  Association  of  San  Diego,  San  Diego, 
California  AND  Glendale  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  Glendale  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Association,  Glendale, 
Calif. 

Concurrent  Consideration  Branch  Office 
Applications. — Glendale  Federal  Savings 
and  Loan  Association,  Glendale,  California 
AND  First  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  of  Santa  Monica,  Santa 
Monica,  Calif. 

Extension  of  Time  to  Open  a  Branch  Office. — 
Ohio  County  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Hartford,  Ky. 

Merger. — The  Akron  Savings  and  Loan 
Company,  Akron,  Ohio  and  The  United 
Savings  Association,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
WITH  The  Union  Savings  Association, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Merger. — First  Farmington  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Farmington,  Michigan  INTO 
Detroit  and  Northern  Savings  and  Loan 
Association.  Hancock,  Mich. 

Office  Building  Investment  Application. — 
Southern  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
Association  of  Thomas  County, 
Thomasville,  Ga. 

Bank  Membership  and  Insurance  of  Accounts 
Applications. — Escondido  Saving  and  Loan 
Association,  Escondido,  Calif. 

Request  for  Commitment  to  Insure 
Accounts. — First  Fidelity  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Winter  Park,  Fla. 

Request  for  Commitment  to  Insure 
Accounts. — South  Florida  Savings  and  . 
Loan  Association,  Unincorporated  Dade 
County,  Fla. 

Request  for  Waiver  of  Regulation. — 
Investment  Savings  and  Loan  Association, 
Northridge,  Calif. 


Proposed  Delegations  of  Authority  to  the 
Principal  Supervisory  Agents  and  to  the 
Supervisory  Agents  for  the  Approval  of 
Certain  Applications. 

IS-58O.80  Filed  3-19-80;  2:37  pm) 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  announcement:  March  14, 
1980,  45  FR  16664. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING:  10  a.m.,  March  20, 1980. 
CHANGE  IN  THE  MEETING: 

Addition  of  the  following  item  to  open 
session: 

12.  Docket  No.  79-92:  Matson 
Navigation  Company — Proposed  6.66 
Percent  Bunker  Surcharge  Increase  in 
Tariffs  FMC-F  Nos.  164, 165, 166  and 
167 — Consideration  of  the  record. 

|S-fi79-80  Filed  3-19-80;  2;28  pm| 
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FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM. 

TIME  AND  date:  10:30  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
March  26, 1980. 

PLACE:  20th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Proposed  policy  statement  concerning 
financial  factors  in  the  formation  of  one-bank 
holding  companies.  (Proposed  earlier  for 
public  comment;  Docket  No.  R-0265) 

2.  Any  agenda  items  carried  forward  from 
a  previously  announced  meeting. 

Note. — This  meeting  will  be  recorded  for 
the  benefit  of  those  unable  to  attend. 
Cassettes  will  be  available  for  listening  in  the 
Board's  Freedom  of  Information  Office,  and 
copies  may  be  ordered  for  $5  per  cassette  by 
calling  (202)  452-3684  or  by  writing  to: 
Freedom  of  Information  Office,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20551. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board;  (202)  452-3204. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 

Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IS-S72-80  Filed  3-19-80;  10:25  am) 
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FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION. 

nut  AND  date:  2  p.m.,  Thursday,  March 

27,1980. 

PLACE:  Room  532,  (open);  Room  540 
(closed)  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Building,  6th  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20580. 


STATUS:  Parts  of  this  meeting  will  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  rest  of  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  Public. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Portions 
Open  to  Public: 

(1)  Oral  Argument  in  Sears,  Roebuck,  & 
Co.,  Docket  9104.  Portions  closed  to  the 
Public: 

(2)  Executive  Session  to  discuss  Oral 
Argument  in  Sears,  Roebuck  &  COm  Docket 
9104. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Ira  J.  Furman,  Office  of 
Public  Information,  (202)  523-3830; 
Record  Message,  (202)  523-3806. 

IS-575-80  Filed  3-19-80: 12:48  pm) 
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NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION. 

TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
March  26. 1980. 

PLACE:  1776  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  7th  Floor,  Board  Room. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Review  of  Central  Liquidity  Facility 
Lending  Rates. 

2.  Request  for  extension  of  time  to  divest 
bank  stock. 

3.  Report  of  actions  taken  under 
delegations  of  authority. 

4.  Applications  for  charters,  amendments  to 
charters,  bylaw  amendments,  mergers  as  may 
be  pending  at  that  time. 

RECESS:  10:15  a.m. 

TIME  AND  date:  10:30  a.m.,  Wednesday, 
March  26, 1980. 

place:  1776  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  * 
D.C.,  7th  Floor,  Board  Room. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  State  Credit  Union  Applications.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8)  and  (9](A)(ii). 

2.  Requests  from  federally  insured  credit 
unions  for  special  assistance  under  Section 
208  of  the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemption  (8)  and  (9](A)(ii). 

3.  NCUA  participation  in  civil  litigation. 
Closed  pursuant  to  exemption  10. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Beatrix  Fields,  Acting 
Secretary  of  the  Board,  telephone  (202) 
357-1030. 

(S-574-80  Filed  3-19-80;  11:31  am) 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 
TIME  AND  date:  Week  of  March  17, 1980 
(revised). 

place:  Commissioners'  Conference 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C. 


18554-18602  Federal  Register  /  VoL  45.  No.  57  /  Friday.  March  21.  1980  /  Sunshine  Act  Meetings 


STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Wednesday.  March  19. 10  a.m. 

1.  Discussion  of  OIA  Audit  Program 
(approximately  1  hour — public  meeting,  as 
announced). 

Wednesday,  March  19, 2  p.m. 

1.  Discussion  of  NRC  Enforcement  Program 
(approximately  1  hour — public  meeting,  as 
announced). 

2.  Discussion  of  Proposed  Interim 
Hydrogen  Control  Requirements  for  Small 
Containments  (ai^oximately  Vi  hours — 
public  meeting).  (Note:  GE  and  others  have 
been  granted  time  in  this  Commission 
Meeting)  (rescheduled  from  March  20). 

3.  Affirmation  Session  (approximately  10 
minute — public  meeting). 

a.  NRC  Rulemaking  re  EPA  Rad.  Protection 
Stds. 

b.  Appointment  of ).  Gleason  to  ASLB 
Panel 

c.  Appoinitment  of  L  Carter  to  ASLB  Panel 

d.  Class  0  Issue  in  ALAB  573 

e.  Reporting  of  Misadministration  of 
Byproduct  Material  (tentative). 

f.  Fire  Protection  Actions  (tentative). — 
rescheduled  from  March  20). 

Thursday,  March  20,  1:30p.m. 

1.  Briefing  on  Work  Plans  of  the  Office  of 
Analysis  and  Evaluation  of  Operating  Data 
(approximately  1  hour — public  meeting,  as 
announced). 

Friday,  March  21. 11  a.m. 

1.  Meeting  with  Citizen’s  Group  on  TMI 
Cleanup  (approximately  1  hour — public 
meeting,  as  announced). 

ADDomONAL  INFORMATION:  The  Briefing 
on  Two  Approaches  to  the  Treatment  of 
Inventory  Differences  and  the 
Discussion  of  Management-Organization 
were  postponed. 

CONTRACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Walter  Magee.  [202]  634- 
1410. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Waher  Magee, 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

IS-577-S0  Filed  S-l»-a0;  IMS  pm] 
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NUCLEAR  REGULATORY  COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  Monday,  March  24, 

1980. 

place:  Commissioners'  Conference 
Room.  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington. 
D.C. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

Monday,  March  24,  3  p.m. 

1.  Briefing  on  Assessment  of  Workshops  on 
Emergency  Planning  (Approximately  1  hour- 
public  meeting — rescheduled  from  March  5.) 

2.  Briefing  on  Interim  Actions  on 
Performance  Testing  for  Personnel  Dosimetry 
(approximately  1  hour — public  meeting — 
rescheduled  from  March  5.) 


CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Walter  Magee,  (202)  634- 
1410. 

Dated:  March  18, 1980. 

Roger  M.  Tweed. 

Office  of  the  Secretary. 

|S-S7fr-80  Filed  S-IS-SO;  2.-06  pm) 

BILUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 

17 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act  IHib.  L.  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meetings  during 
the  week  of  March  24, 1980,  in  Room 
825,  500  North  Capitol  Street. 
Washington,  D.C. 

Closed  meetings  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  Mardt  25, 1980,  at  10  a.m.  and 
on  Wednesday,  March  26, 1980, 
immediately  following  the  10  a.m.  open 
meeting.  An  open  meeting  will  be  held 
on  We^esday.  March  26, 1980,  at  10 
a.m. 

The  Commissioners,  their  legal 
assistants,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meetings.  Certain 
staff  members  who  are  responsible  for 
the  calendared  matters  may  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certiHed  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  items  to 
be  considered  at  the  closed  meetings 
may  be  considered  pursuant  to  one  or 
more  of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b(cK4){8)(9)(A]  and  (10)  and  17 
CFR  200.402  [a)[4)(8)(9)(i)  and  (10). 

Chairman  Williams  and 
Commissioners  Loomis,  Evans,  and 
Pollack  determined  to  hold  the  aforesaid 
meetings  in  closed  session. 

‘  The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  March 
25, 1980.  at  10  a.m.,  will  be: 

Formal  orders  of  investigation. 

Order  compelling  testimony. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

Settlement  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Litigation  matter. 

Institution  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 

Subpoena  enforcement  action. 

Administrative  proceeding  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 

March  26, 1960,  immediately  following 
the  10  a.m.  open  meeting,  will  be: 

Administrative  proceedings  of  an 
enforcement  nature. 

Opinions. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  open 
meeting  scheduled  for  Wednesday, 


March  26, 1980,  at  10  ajn.,  will  be: 

i;  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Duty  Officer,  authorizing 
issuance  of  a  release  inviting  additional 
comments  on  a  proposed  rule  concerning 
requests  for  confidential  treatment  of  records 
and  extending  the  comment  period  to  and 
including  April  4. 1980.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Harlan  W.  Penn 
at  (202)  272-2454. 

2.  Consideration  of  whether  to  affirm 
action,  taken  by  the  Duty  Officer,  approving 
the  sending  of  a  letter,  regarding  H.R.  3263, 
the  "Regulation  Reform  Act  of  1979,"  dated 
March  10, 1980,  to  the  Subcommittee  on 
Administrative  Law  and  Governmental 

'  Relations  of  the  House  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  expressing  the  Commission’s 
concerns  about  a  proposed  amendment  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Alan  Rosenblat 
at  (202)  272-2428. 

3.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
request  of  Weil,  Gotshal  A  Manges  for  a 
waiver  of  imputed  disqualffication  pursuant 
to  17  CFR  200.735-8(e).  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Myma  Siegel  at 
(202)  272-2430. 

4.  Consideration  of  whether  to  grant  the 
request  of  Bracewell  ft  Patterson  for  a  waiver 
of  imputed  disqualification  pursuant  to  17 

,  CFR  200.735-8(e).  For  further  information, 
please  contact  Myma  Siegel  at  (202)  272- 
2430. 

5.  Consideration  of  whether  to  issue  a 
release  proposing  amendments  to  various 
registration  forms  and  Regulation  S-4C  that 
would  require  registrants  subject  to  the 
reporting  requirements  of  FASB  Statement 
No.  33.  "Financial  Reporting  and  Changing 
Prices,’’  to  include  the  specified 
supplementary  information  kt  filings  with  the 
Commission,  and  which  would  extend  a  safe 
harbor  provision  to  disdosures  of  the  effects 
of  changing  prices.  For  further  information, 
please  contact  James  L  Russell  at  (202)  272- 
2133  or  Linda  L  Griggs  at  (202)  272-2130. 

6.  Consideration  of  whether  to  terminate 
(he  options  expansion  moratorium  in  view  of 
the  responses  to  the  Options  Study 
recommendations  by  the  self-regulatory 
organizations  participating  in  the  moratorium, 
and  to  announce  the  manner  in  which  to 
permit  expansion  of  the  options  markets  if 
the  moratorium  is  terminated.  For  further 
information,  please  contact  Gene  Carasick  at 
(202)  272-2409. 

7.  Consideration  of  whether  to  support  a 
legislative  initiative  to  increase  the  dollar 
limitation  of  advances  SIPC  may  make  for 
cash  claims  of  customers  in  proceedings 
under  the  Securities  Investor  Protection  Act, 
as  amended.  For  further  information,  please 
contact  C.  Eston  Singletary  at  (202)  272-2902. 

At  times  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  John 
Granda  at  (202)  272-2091. 

March  19, 1980. 

|S-587-aO  Filed  3-1S-80;  3:42  pm| 
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